. 


. 


जिस्ट्री सं . डो . एल . - 33004/ 93 


REGD . NO . D .L.-33004/ 93 


लिय ग्रन्थात 
PRINTRA 


. 


- 


भारतका यजपत्र 
The Gazette of India 


प्राधिकार से प्रकाशित 
PUBLISHED BY AUTHORITY 


मन् 


• 131 


No . 13) 


नई दिल्ली, शनिवार, मार्च 27, 1993/ चैत्र 6, 1915 
NEW DELHI, SATURDAY,MARCH 27 , 1993 /CHAITRA 6 , 1915 


- 


- 


anmaru 


- 


- 


- 


ARD 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- 


इस भाग में भिन्न पृष्ठ संख्या दी जाती है जिससे कि यह अलग संकलन के रूप में 

रखा जा सक 
Separate Paging is given to this part in order that it may be filed as a 

separate compilation 
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भाग II - खण्ड 3 - उप- खण्ड ( ii ) 
PART II - Section 3. --Sub -section ( i ) 


( रक्षा मंबालय को छोड़कर) भारत सरकार के मंत्रालयों द्वारा जारी किए गए तांविधिक आदेश और अधिसूचनाएं 
Statutory Orders and Notifications issued by the Ministries of the Government 

of India (other than the Ministry of Defence) 


विधि न्याय और कंपनी कार्य मंत्रालय 

(विधि कार्य विभाग ) 

नई दिल्ली, 15 जनवरी , 1993 
.. . का . प्रा . 818. केन्द्रीय सरकार, नोटरी अधिनियम , 1952 ( 1952 का 5 : ) को धारा 6 के उपबन्धों के अनुसरंग में , अपने द्वारा नियक्त किए गए 

और वर्ष 1993 के प्रारम्भ में विधि व्यवसायरत नोटरियों की सूची प्रकाशित करत : है :---- 


क्रम सं . 


नोटरी का नाम 


आवास और व्यवसाय की 


अर्हताएं 


वह क्षेत्र जिसमें वह . 
विधि व्यवसाय करने के 
लिए प्राधिकत है 


- 


- 


5 


Mammam 


t 


a 


1. सर्व श्री श्रीरुस्तक परदेसिर गगरेट 


अधिवक्ता बम्बई 


संपूर्ण भारत 


2. श्री भगवती प्रसाद खेतान 


गगरेट एंड कं . अली चैम्बर 
नगीमनदास मास्टर रोड, मेडोज सैंट फोर्ट , बम्बई 
1 - बी , ओल्ड पोस्ट ग्राफिस स्ट्रोट , 
कलकत्ता 
टेम्पल चेम्बर्स , 6 ओल्ड पोस्ट आफिस स्ट्रीट, 
कलकत्ता . 

. 


एटर्नी एट ला कलकत्ता उच्च संपूर्ण भारत 


न्या . 


3. रवीन्द्र कृष्ण देव 


एटर्नी एट ला कलकत्ता 
. उच्च न्या . 


संपूर्ण भारत 
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- 
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- 
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4. हिमाशु प्रकाश गांगुलो 


4, ईश्वर दत्त लेन, 

हावड़ा ( प. बंगाल ) 
-- मार्फत माटिनर्बन लि .. 

1 मिशन रा एक्स, कलकत्ता - 1 . 
मार्फत मै . और दिग्नाम एंड कं . सोसिसि 
स , 29 नेताजी सुभाष रोड, कलकत्ता 


5. सुधीर कुमार डे मलिक 


अधिवक्ता कलकत्ता संपूर्ण भारत 
उच्च न्या . 
एटर्नी एट ला कलकत्ता ... संपूर्ण भारत : 
उच्च न्यायालय 


6. राम मोहन चटर्जी 


सालिसिटर कलकत्त 
उच्च न्यायालय 


पश्चिम बंगाल, बंगाल, असम 
बिहार, उ. प्र ., और पंजाब की 


7. प्रभु दयाल हिम्मत सिंहका 


6 ओल्ड पोस्ट आफिस , कलकत्ता 


संपूर्ण भारत 


अटर्नी एट ला कलकत्ता 

उच्च न्यायालय 


8. विक्टर इलियस गोसेंस 


9. मुलक राज वधावन 


10. मनोहर लाल कपूर 
11. हरप्रसाद मेहरा 
12. चमन लाल अरोडा 
13. दामोदर देवजी दामोदर 


14. देव प्रसाद पोष 


अटीं 


15. नथमल हिम्मत सिंगका 
16. राम किशन गर्ग 


17. सी . एच . पार्दी वाला 


6 ओल्ड पोस्ट आफिस स्ट्रेट, 

अटर्नी एट ला कलकत्ता संपूर्ण भारत 
कलकत्ता 

उच्च मायालय 
अधिवक्ता जलंधर सिटी , पंजाब 

अधिवक्ता पंजाब उच्च पंजाब और उ . प्र . 
न्यायालय 

अधिवक्ता 
3/ 0 पटेल नगर ( पू. ) नई दिल्ली 

अधिवक्ता 

दिल्ली संघ राज्य क्षेत्र । 
नं . 3060 चरखेवालान , दिल्ली 

अधिवक्ता पंजाब उ. न्या . संघ राज्य क्षेत्र दिल्लो 
10, न्यू कोर्ट रोड, अम तसर , 

अधिवक्ता 

संपूर्ण भारत 
मार्फत मै . कांगा एंड कं . 

सालिसिटर 

महाराष्ट्र 
सालिसिटर रेडीमनी मेंशनस , 
43, वीर नारी मन रोड, बम्बई 
मार्फत फाउलर एंड कं ., 

अटर्नी 

संपूर्ण भारत 
सालिसिटर एंड एडवोकेटस एंड नोटरीज , 
रोजेन्ट हाउस , 13, गर्वनमेंट लैस , 
पूर्व कलकत्ता - 69 
6 ओल्ड पोस्ट आफिस, अर्टनी स्ट्रेट, कलकत्ता 

: सपूर्ण भारत 
5 6 ओल्ड विजय नगर कालोनी , 

वकील आगरा 

जिला मागरा 
आगरा ( उ . प्र . ) 
मार्फत मै . क्रोफोर्ड वैले एंड कं ., . 

सालिसिटर. 

संपूर्ण भारत 
स्टेट बैंक बिल्डिग, बैंक स्ट्रीट, बम्बई - 1 
अटर्नी एट ला टैम्पल चैम्बर्स , 

अटर्नी 

कलकत्ता 
पहल मंजिल, 6 ओल्ड पोस्ट आफि :: स्ट्रेट, 

, कलकता 
अधिवक्ता, 43 बी हनुमान रोड, नई दिल्ली बार एट लों 

दिल्ली संघ राज्य क्षेत्र 
अधिवक्ता, झुनझुनु, राजस्थान 

अधिवक्ता 

झुनझुनु जिला राजस्थान 
मै , एम . जी . सोसित एंड कं. सालिसिटर, अटी 

गुजरात और महाराष्ट्र 
35 - एम्बैसी मार्केट, अहमदाबाद 
अधिवक्ता उदयपुर , राज . 

अधिवक्ता 

उदयपुरजिला ( राजस्थान ) 
14 कोंडी चटटो स्ट्रीट, II फ्लोर , मद्रास - 2 अधिवक्ता 

मद्रास और केरल 
140, कास कट रोड, कोयम्बत्तूर . .. ......... अधिवक्ता 

कोयम्बत्तूर जिला 
एफ - 1 शंकर मार्केट , कनाट सर्कस, नई दिल्ली अधिवक्ता 

संपूर्ण भारत 
सिविल लाइन , मोगा, जिला फिरोजपुर ( पंजाब ) अधिवक्ता 

मोगा मुख्यालय फिरोजपुर 
जिला और साथ ही मोगा 
स्थित मुख्यालय सहित 

संपूर्ण फरीदकोट जिले में 
व्यवसाय करने के लिए प्राधिष्ठले 


18. सर्व श्री शचीन्द्र सी . सेन 


19. डी . ए. मेहता 
20. दुर्गा प्रसाद तुलस्यान 
21. एम . जे . दोसित 


22. तर मोहम्मद 
23. पी . सी . कुरियन 
24. सी . आई . वेंकट सुब्र हमण्यन 
25. पुष्कर लाल जुनेजा 
26. जगन नाथ 


भारत का राजपत्र : मार्च 27, 1993/ चैत्र 6, 
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सर्वश्री 
27. रामजी दास 
28. बाल कृष्ण सिंघल 


गुरुद्वारा स्ट्रट, भटिंडा (पंजाब ) 

अधिवक्ता हनुमान गढ़ टाउन , 
जिला गंगानगर ( राजस्थान ) 


अकिवक्त्ता 

जिला भटिंडा 
अधिवक्ता 

हनुमान गढ़ स्थित मुख्या 
लय सहित जिला गंगानगर 

( राजस्थान ) 
अधिवक्ता और दिल्ली संघ राज्य 


29. जी . सी . वर्मा 


30. पी . एल . गांधी 
31. ए . आर . मलकानी 


अधिवक्ता 
अधिवक्ता 


जिला सूरत 
संपूर्ण भारत 


... 32. एन . सो . शाह 


. . अधिवक्ता कलकत्ता 


कलकत्ता और नई दिल्ली 


33. टी . दलीप सिंह 


अधिवक्ता 


मद्रास संपूर्ण भारत 


अधिवक्ता और शपथ आयुक्त , 
ई/ 12, ग्रीन पार्क , नई दिल्ली 
अधिवक्ता , गांधी बाग के सामने, सूरत 
अधिवक्ता, बो . बो . जेड . एन 6 गांधीधाम 
( कच्छ ) 
नं . 1 बर्दवान रोई पहली मंजिल, 
अलीपुर, कलकत्ता - 27 
मार्फत मै . किंग पैट्रिज सेकिंड फ्लोर , 
कैथेलिक सेंटर प्रा मेंनियन स्ट्रीट , 
बाक्स नं . 121, मद्रास - 1 
मार्फत मै . मगराट एंड कं . अलो चैम्बर्स , 
नगी नदास मास्टर रोड, फोर्ट , बम्बई - 1 
13ए /ए, राजिन्दर नगर , नई दिल्ली . 
23, नेताजी पार्फ जलंधर सिटी, (पंजाब ) 
376, एल . माडल टाउन, जलंधर सिटी , 
पंजाब । 
35 -- एम्बैसी मार्केट; दिनोश हाल के पास, 
पाश्रम रोड, अहमदाबाद - 9 
सालिसिटर एंड एडवोकेटस इंडस्ट्रीज 


31. जे . प्रा . गगराट 


अधिवक्ता 


बम्बई संपूर्ण भारत 


35. बृज मोहन मेहता 
3 6. सूरजीत सिंह सूद 
37. जगजीत सिंह बैस 


अधिवक्ता नई दिल्ली 
अधिवक्ता जलंधर 
अधिवक्ता जलंधर 


दिल्ली संघ राज्य क्षेत्र 
जलंधर, पंजाब 
जलंधर, पंजाब 


38. पूनम चन्द सोम चन्द शाह 


अधिवक्ता 


गुजरात 


अधिवक्ता और सालिसिटर गुजरात 


39. एच . एम . भगत मार्फत 

अम्भ भाई एंड द वन जो 
40. एच . वो . छत्रपति 


41. जी . एस . व्यास 


4 . अमर सिंह 


13. बी . एच . अनतिया 


मार्फत मै . भाई शंकर कंगा गिरधारी 

अधिवक्ता और सालिसिटर संपूर्ण भारत 
लाल मानक जो वांडिया सालिसिटर बिल्डिंग , 
बेल लेन , फोर्ट बम्बई -- 1 .. 

और मार्फत म . भाई शंकर कंगा और 
गिरधारी लाल, गुजरात समाचार भवन , खानपुर , 

अहमदाबाद 
35, लावण्य नगर, जो वाराज पार्क रोड, 

अधिवक्ता 

अहमदाबाद 
इलियास ब्रिज, अहमदाबाद - 7 
मीयत सिंह रोड, मोगा, जिला फरीदकोट, पंजाब , अधिवक्ता 

मोगा, जिला फरदकोट , 

पंजाब 
पार्फत म . मुल्ला एंड मुल्ला एंड ग्रेग प्लेट एंड अटर्नी और अधिवक्ता संपूर्ण भारत 
कैरोइस , सालिसिटर एंड नोटरीज , 
51 - जहांगिर वाडिया बिल्डिंग , 
महात्मा गांधी रोड, बम्बई -- 1 
रघुनाथ बिल्डिंग, टाउन हाल रोकोट, गुजरात अधिवक्त्ता 

रोकोट आर जूनागढ़ जला 
मनसुख निवास, नेरी चाहिपवाड , बडौदा -- 6 अधिवक्त्ता 

बड़ौदा 
नादियाद, जिला करा, गुजरात राज्य 

अधिवक्त्ता 

करा पंचामा जिला 
मार्फत मालवी रणाछोड़ दास एंड कं . , 

सालिलिटर 

महाराष्ट्र 
सालिसिटर एंड एडवोकेट यू यसफ बिल्डिंग्स , 
महात्मा गांधी रोड, फोर्ट, बम्बई 
277, सैदन गेट, जलंधर 

अधिवक्ता 

संघ राज्य क्षेत्र दिल्लं 

उ . प्र . और हरियाणा 
एस - 401, ग्रेटर कैलाई, नई दिल्ली -- 48 . 

अधिवक्त्ता 

संघ राज्य क्षेत्र दिल्ली 
- - - - - --- --- - - 


१. बो . पी . शुक्ला 
45. बी . के . शाह 
46. रमेश जे . मेहता 
47. बंसत लाल डी . मेहता 


48. मोहिन्दर सिंह 


49. राजिन्द्र कुमार भटट 
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सर्वश्री . 
50. नारायण प्रसाद गोयल 
51. एस . हसन कोया . 


55. सलिल कुमार गांगुली 


53. पलव कुमार बनर्जी 


54. एम . वाई. एस . मेनन 


55. बृत भूषण गुप्ता 
56. रघुबीर सिह कुल्हार 
57. सलेमात्री गुरबोनी 
58. नन्द किशोर पारिख 


59. अरिबलेश्वर दास बदल 
60. डी . आर. जैनवाला 


61. एन्थानी दा कोस्टा 


62. श्रीमती सुमति अरविन्द पटिल . 


- ई - 165, नारायणा बिहार, नई दिल्ली - 48 अधिवक्ता 
सुराम काली कट , केरल 

अधिवक्त्ता 

कालीकट और माला पुर 

जिला 
50 -- रामतनु बोस लेन, कलकत्ता - 6 

अटर्नी एंड ला . एंड कलकत्ता 

अधिकत्ता 
म . टी . बनर्जी एंड कं . सालिसिटर एंड एडवोकेटस सालिसिटर अधिवक्ता कलकत्ता 
टैपल 6 ओल्ड चैम्बर्स , नं . पोस्ट आफिस स्ट्रेट, . कलकत्ता 
मै , मजूमदार एंड कं , इस्नायल बिल्डिंग 

सालिसिटर और अधिवक्ता ग्रेटर बम्बई 
381, डा डी . एन . रोड, ( फ्लोर फाउनटेन ) 
बम्बई 
कलाल मजर , अंबाला सिटी 

अधिवक्ता 

अम्बाला सिटी 
धीरवा तहस ल, राजस्थान 

अधिवक्ता 

चिरवा तहसील 
2032, कंवर नगर, रजा का तालाब, जयपुर अधिवक्ता 

जयपुर 
331, नाहरगद रोड, गोपाल हलवाई की गले , अधिवक्त्ता 

जयपुर 
जयपुर 
रेस्टोरेंट , जाहर बाजार , जयपुर - 30300:) 

अधिवक्ता 

जयपुर 
म . डी . पार , जैवाला एंड कं . 

सालिसिटर अधिवक्ता ग्रेटर बम्बई 
सालिसिटर्स रेड मना मेंशन 43, वार आर नार मन राड , 
फोर्ट , बम्बई 
म . दा -कोस्टा एंड दा - कोस्टा 

अधिवक्ता 

संपूर्ण भारत 
एडवोकेटस एंड टैक्स कन्सलटेंटस , 
21/ 12, महात्मा गांधी रोड, पहली मंजिल , 
बंगलौर - 1 . . . 
236, जैन टैमपल रोड , गोमेस नगर, 

अधिवक्ता 

जिला बेलगाम 
हिन्दवाड़ी, बेलगांव, कर्नाटक 
मैं . खैतान एंड कं . सालिसिटर्स एंड एडवोकेटस अटर्नी एट ला 

संपूर्ण भारत 
हिमालय हाउस , सातवां मंजिल , 

23 कस्तूरबा गांधी मार्ग , नई दिल्ली 
: 4624/ 1 शिवाजी रोड, एन . आर . भोहल्ला , मेसूर- 7 अधिवक्ता 

मैसूर सिटी 
ए - 76 , डिफैन्स कालोनो नई दिल्ली, गोखले . . . . . . अधिवक्ता 

सम्पूर्ण भारत 
बिहारी "फान ", सो - 28/ 70 तेलियाबाग, वाराणासी .. . 
कैन्ट , उ० प्रदेश . . . .. ... अधिवक्ता 

वाराणासी उ० प्रदेश 
12-इस्माइन विल्डिंग , 331 , डा० दादाभाई नौरोजो 
रोड, फोर्ट , बसबई - 1 

अधिवक्ता 

महाराष्ट्र 
मार्फत श्री रथुराम वर्मा, सिविल कोर्ट , 

अधिवक्ता 

जिला वाराणसी उ . प्र . 
वाराणसी, उ . प्र . 
डी - 50/ 29 गाजीपुरा कला, वाराणसी , 

अधिवक्ता 

जिला वाराणसी, उ . प्र . 
उत्तर प्रदेश 
8/ 8, हजूर रोड, कोयम्बतूर - 641018 

अधिवक्ता 

कोयम्बतूर 
37, साउथ कुमार पारा लेन, कलकत्ता - 42 अधिवक्ता 

कलकत्ता और 24 परगना 
सिविल कोर्टस, कानपुर 

अधिवक्ता 

कानपुर और दिल्ली 
ए - 5बी 126 - बी , जनकपुरी, नई दिल्ली - 58 अधिवक्ता 

दिल्ली 
3 बक्शाल स्ट्रीट , कलकत्ता - 1 

अधिवक्ता 

कलकत्ता और 24 परगना 
45, टैमरिन्दु स्ट्रीट , फोर्ट , बम्बई - 23 

अधिवक्ता 

ग्रेटर बम्बई 
मार्फत पायने एंड कं . एसपलाई हाउस , 

अधिवक्ता 

संपूर्ण भारत 
वाउडवें रोड, फोर्ट , बम्बई - 1 . 
कोस्टा परेरा बिल्डिंग, दूसरी मंजिल , मारगोवा , अधिवक्ता 

संपूर्ण भारत 
सैलेथट , गोवा 


63. टी . एम . सेन 


64, श्रीमती एन . अनसूया बाई 
65. पवमनाथ गंगाधर 
66. राम नरेश लाल गुप्ता 


67. समून असपरअली पूरावाला 


68. श्री अवधेश कुमार वर्मा 


69. गुलाम ताहिर 


. 


70. टी . के . पुण्मगा मनूम 
71 . रामेन्द्र कुमार राय 
72. रघुवीर सहाय हितकारी 
73. ओम प्रकाश जैन 
74. विमल कुमार बनर्जी 
75. पदमसी दांजी खोना 
76. जी ... ए . बनातवाला 


" 


77. लोयो बेनेडिकट क्लेहो . . 
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सर्वश्री 
78. कुमारी जसवंत कौर 
79. छ.हम मालागुर मलमारा 


अधिवक्ता 
अधिवक्ता 


दिल्ली मंघ गम क्षेत्र 
मंपूर्ण भारत 


80. बरम डी . सिल्वा शेनाई 
8 I. गमेश्वर दयाल गुप्त 


अधिवक्ता 
अधिवक्ता 


मंपूर्ण महाराष्ट्र 
जिला जोधपुर 


82. धूल धन्द 
83 राम रतन लेख 


अधिवक्ता 
अधिवक्ता 


चंडीगढ़ मंथ गज्य क्षेत्र 
जलंधर सिटी 


84. एम . प्राई . सेठना 


एच - 21, कैलाश कालोनी , नई दिनी 
म . पायने र कं , एसप्लान्ट हाउस , 
वाइवें रोड, फोर्ट, बम्तई - 1 
७ 2, “गत मन फुपेपरैः , बम्बई - 5 
88, सी , णास्त्री नगर, जोधपुर 
मक्तगर, ला फरीदकोट , पंगाय 
मक्तसर , जिला फागेदोट , पंजाब 
शास - 553, नोटिला अवयुग, 
जलंधर सिटी 
फजु लभाई विगि , दूसरी नाल , 13/ 57 , 
एम . जी . रोड, पोर्ट, बम्बई - 1 

औसवालघा ग स्थान , बांसवाडा - 1 
मकसानपुग , गुलबर्गा, नाईट 
! ! -ान मार्ग, उदयपुर, राजस्थान 
9, ब्लेनधिले गेड,वानिा 
शामा सचिवालय, बन्धई, बार-गार भयन एनेक्सी, 
म्य भेगेन साईला, अम्बाई - 30 
खमट्टी मिला जनमुन , रा म्यान 
यी - 32 रोजन , पानी रोम, बम्बई 
7 देवनागयण दाम लेन , पयाम बाजार, कलकत्ता 


85. दुर्गा शंकर वे 
86. मुरलीधर गव नायक 
87. भगवती प्रसाद भट्ट 
8 . जनकलाल अग्रवाल 
89. के . मो . मिघवा 


90. मूरत कुमार भास्कर 
91. देवी शरण चोपरा 
92. देवमन बसु 


अधिवक्ता 

बम्बई के बालके पर नीर 

फोर्ट क्षेत्र 
अधिवक्ता 

बांमयाग जिला राजस्थान 
अधिवक्ता 

गुलबर्गा, गिला उदयपुर 
अधिवक्मा 

उदयपुर 
अधिवकता 

वालिंग 
के . सरकार का अधिवक्ता संपूर्ण भारत 

और सालिमिटर 
अधिवक्ता 

खेतड़ी, राजरथान 
अधिवक्ता 

बम्बई शहर 
अधिवक्ता 

मियालदाह म्धिन 

भुण्यालय सहित 24-परगना 
अधिवक्ता और मालिसिटर संपूर्ण भारत 
अधिवक्ता 

मद्रास राज्य 
जिला अधिवक्ता जगाधरी 
अधिवक्ता 

कलकता - 1 
अधिवक्ता 

पश्चिमी बंगाल राज्य 


93. कुमारी मंजूला मेन 
94. ए . सेयय भली 
95. जी . सी . वर्मा 
96. राजेन्द्र नाथ पक्रवर्ती 
97. अदिती कुमार प्रामानिक 


33 मोनस कुफै परेर, वम्बई 
5 3, अमिनियन स्ट्रीट , मद्रास 
सिविल कोर्टम, जगाधरी, अम्बाला, हरियाणा 
9, ओल्ड पोस्ट प्राकिम स्ट्रोट , कलकत्ता 
110, ओल्ड पोस्ट ग्राफिम स्ट्रीट, 
पार नं . 110 , कलका 
12 ओल्ड पोस्ट माफिर स्ट्रीट , 
कमरा सं . 110, कलकत्ता 
938/IL, इंदिरा नगर , मयूर 
" भुदर्शन " सोमेश्वर पुरम, तुमकुर, कर्नाटक 


98. इन्द्रा चम्द सती 


मधिवक्ता 


कलकत्ता 


99. श्री एल . महालिगप्पा 
100, के . नरुवापर 


अधिवक्ता 
अधिवक्ता 


101 त्रिलोक चन्द सिंघल 
102 त्रिभुवन अग्रवाल 


दाग बाजार , ग्वालियर, 
हनुमानगढ़ टाउन , जिला श्री गंगा नगर, राजस्थान 


अधिवक्ता 
अधिवक्ता 


मंसूर सिटी 
जिका और शहर तुमकुर, 
कर्नाटक 
ग्वालियर, मध्य प्रदेश 
संपूर्ण हनुमानगढ़ टाउन 
राजस्थान 
निला झुनझनु रामस्थान 
कर्नाटक का हसन शहर 


अधिवक्ता 


103. " जगराम सिंह 
10.4. " बी . एस . चंद्रा शेखर 


पलोडर 


105. " 


पीलीकोठी, स्टेशन रोड, झुनझुनु राजस्थान 
2694 अनहा रा स्ट्रीट, हसन पालनावर ग्राफिरा , 
मार्नाटक -573201 . 
जारिया निवास , मोवी थाटा , 
उपयपुर, राजस्थान 
श्री पायदाथ, जैन कालोनी, सुभाष याग, अजमेर, 
गरपान 
प्रधिवक्ता, जेल रोड़, मोकापुर , उत्तर प्रदेश 


अधिवक्ता 


एस . एन . एस . सी . 
जवरिया 
म . सी . जैन 


उपयपुर राजस्थान 


106. 


" 


अधिवक्ता 


अजमेर , राजस्थान 


107. 


" 


रामबाबू श्रीवास्तव 


अधिवक्ता 


बंगलोर 


- 


- - 


. . 


- - - 


- 


- 


- 


- 
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108. सर्वश्री के . बालकृष्ण 


बंगलोर 


109. " श्रीमती प्रेम लता निगम 
110. सुरजीत सिंह मेहता 


सीतापुर, उत्तर प्रदेश 
जगाधरी 


111. 


पन्द्र कुमार मेहता 


नं . 4, थर्ड कास रोड़, फोर्थ ब्लाक के . पी . उब्ल्यू एक्स , मधिवक्ता 
बंगलौर- 20 
294, भार्गव बिल्डिंग, लोबार बाग, सीतापुर 

अधिवक्ता 
181 विश्वकर्मा नगर, यम ना नगर,जिला प्रम्बाला, 

अधिवक्ता 
हरियाणा 
4. 1 2- डी , माइल टाउल , यमुभा मगर , 

अधिवक्ता 
हरियाणा 
19, शरत योस रोड़, ( हकी मपास ) , सलिगुडी- 734401, अधिषयता 
जिला दाजिलिंग , पश्चिमी मंगाल । 
टेम्पल अम्बर ( पहली मंजिल ), 6, ओल्ड पोस्ट आफिस स्ट्रीट, अधिषासा 
फलकत्ता- 1 
9, बोल्ड पोस्ट आफिस स्ट्रीट, कलकत्ता 

अधिवक्ता 


यमुना नगर 


112. " जगदीण पन्द्र पोष 


सिलीगुडी स्थित मुख्यालय 
साहित जिला बानिलिंग 
फलफत्ता 


113. " 


भमरेन्द्र माप डान 


114. " श्री राजाराम असुराम 


115. " विनोद काम्त वर्मा 
116. " नन्द लाल चौधरी 
117. " देवेन्द्र नाथ मिश्रा 
118. " मन मोहन सिंह सेठी 
119, " जगीश लाल बना 
150. " राणवीर सिंह 


मकान नं . 13-ए/1, मयूर विहार, दिल्ली-19 
जे -4/ 1 5 राजौरी गार्डन, नई दिल्ली- 27 
3 28, गुरु रामदास मगर ( लक्ष्मी मगर ) , दिल्ली -31 
सी -83 अशोक विहार, मई दिल्ली -5 2 
572, मील कुरन्मा, दिल्ली-31 
डी - 55/ 3, मेन रोड, माय घोडा, दिल्ल :-53 


मधिवक्ता 
अधिवक्ता 
अधिवाता 
अधिवक्ता 


पश्चिमी बंगाल और 
सालिसिटर राज्य 
दिल्ली 
दिल्ली संघ राज्य क्षेत्र 
नई दिल्ली 
दिल्ली संघ राज्य , दिल्ली 


अधिवक्ता 
अधिवक्ता 


121. 


, घीरेन्द्र एच . शाह 


अधिवक्ता 


फ्लैट नं . 16, चौथी मंजिल, अधिवक्ता मरीमा हाउस , 
सामने लिपर्टी सिनेमा 5, सरविट्ठलदाम ठाकरसी मार्ग , 
चंबई-50 


पिल्ली 
शाहवरा स्थित मुख्यालय 
राहित दिल्ली 
धोबी तालाब प्रोसन्सेम 
स्ट्रीट जावेरी बाजार 
कापोर्ट मार्केट मेरीन लेन , 
मंबई शहर । 
कनार्टक राज्य 


1220 " 


बी . एस नरसिंहमन 


ला 


123. 


" एस .के . शेट्टी 


शांताक्रुज एंड फोर्ट एरिया 
ग्रेटर बंबई 


124 " 


मर्कन्द मी . गांधी 


ग्रेटर बंबई 


123. " शिव कुमार खन्ना , 
126. " सुकुमार घोष 


संपूर्ण भारत 

परगना 


127. , 


नन्द गोपाल सेनान 


मार्फत किंग एंड पैट्रीज एडवोकेट 26/1, लवली रोड़ , अटर्नी एट 
मंगलौर - 560001 
1 , प्रकाश फ्लैट, 8 पहली मंजिल , वो सेन्ट स्ट्रीट , शांताक्रुज अधिवक्ता 
( पश्चिमी ) संबई - 4000. 5 
मर्कन्दगांधी एंड कं . राडनोकेट्स रियालिसिटर्म पंकिड अधिवक्ता 
पलोर भर्गोवय , 79, एम मेडोज स्ट्रोट , स्ट्रीट , 
नगीनदास मास्टर रोर, फोर्ट , लंबई- 23 
11, पहात्मा गांधी रोड, कलकत्ता- ५ 

एडवोकेट 
" कनाफाले 7-ए , प्रिंस अनवर गाहलेन , मो . माई. टो . अधिवक्ता 

याटरटेक नवीन सिनेमा के सामने कलकसा- 700093 
वाग खेतान एंड कंपनी, 1- वोल्ड पोस्ट आफिस गली , मधिवक्ता 
कनकत्ता - 1 
6- 2, मदन स्ट्रीट, 4 पलोर पालकत्ता- 7 

माधिवक्ता 
100/ 6, हजरा रोष्ठ कलकत्ता 

अधिवक्ता 
178- स्ट विंग तीस हजार । कोर्ट , 

अधिषमता 
दिलो- 1 10054 
4- 3-1.3 7, बस स्टैड रोड, गंगावतो 

अधिवक्ता 
1083 अनंत श्यान गली वेतनांम - 590005 

अधिवक्ता 
धारा मेसमा किंगडन पैट्रिज एडवोकेट, 2 फ्लोर, फैयालिक सेंटर अधिवक्ता 
6-1, भामेनियन स्ट्रीट , पी बो , 1 . 1, मद्रास- 60000 । 
, मांडेवली गार्डेनस का बलकप्ता-19 

प्रधिवक्ता 


कतक सा ,एंड 


देहली 


123. प्रान्तोष कुमार सेन 
. 124. " गृष्णा मंद मिश्रा 
130 . मिलोकी पान उपाध्यार 


मालकत्ता एड गरगना 

-~- वहीं -- 
नोएडा गाजियागद 
जिला - यू . पी . 
रापूर 
बेलगांव 
तमिलनाडु 


131. , शैमार सानमेश्वर 
132. , बी . एम . चांगुण 
133. , सुन्दरम रागामुबामनियन 


13 . , 


राम निरंजन झुनझुनवाना 


पश्चिम बंगाल और देहली 
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13 5. मर्यश्री देव कुमार सिंहा 
136. के . पी . पानि 


अधिवक्ता 
अधिवक्ता 


पश्चिम बंगाल 
माया मिटा 


137. 


13s. 


139. 


वीरेन्द्र सिंह बधवार 
ऋषिकेश अग्रवाल 
राम कृष्ण सस्या 
नार. बी . भोकारे 
मो . एम . छजेद 
जी . पो . माथुर 


18 रितवी रोड़, कलकत्ता-19 
1208, अशोक नगर, महिला समाज रोड़ , 
माझ्या-कर्नाटका- 571 401. 

ब , मिना मार्ग, अलवर , राजस्थान 
नियर मलाफ होस्पीटन, यालामबद , रो , हिमा 

खा, 6 प्रताव नगर,हिसार राजस्थान 
1 28 -4, कसयापिट , पुणे-.11 1 011 
52, बोड़ी, पुणे , 
प्लाट नं . सा - 548 , देविन्द मार्ग, तिलक नगर , 

जयपुर , पारस्थान 
14 स्कीम नं . 1 अनवर, राजस्थान 
बी - 43, एच ए कालोनी, पिंपरी, पुणे -11 11)! ! 
" तरंगम " :: , भीमले नगर, पुणे -.11 1 0 13, 


अधिवक्ता 
अधिवक्ता 
प्रधिवक्ता 
अधियाना 
शधिवक्ता 
अधिवक्ता 


अनवर 
हिमार. 
সমৰ 
पुणे । 
संपूर्ण भारत 
जयपुर 


11 . 


111 . 


144 


143. 


"मलवर 


144. 


बनवारी लाल गुप्ता 
यी . एस . शेख 
श्रीमती जय विजय 
गोहिते 
हनुमान सिंह बेनीयास 


प्राधिवक्ता 
अधिवक्ता 
अधिवक्ता 


14. 5 . 


1411 . 


अधिवक्ता 


मी/ ओएमएस अभरमिराम स्त्रम्प टिम्बन्टिा 
पो . ओ . भद्रा, गिला श्री गंगानगर , राजस्य ? 1- , 


147. 


राधेश्याम जिवल 


अधिवक्ता 


उदमपुर 


145 . 


रमेश चन्द्र रमिला शाह 


अधिवक्ता 


अहमदामाद 


140. 


एम. एन . देशमुख 
विनोद ज . पेमास्टर, 


वी . नं . 44 रोषनं . 5, अशोक नगर , उ 

राजस्थान-313001 
5 अजंता कामशियल सैन्टर , दूमर माजिल, ग्राणम रोट 
प्रहमदाबाव -380011 
देशमुख बाड़ी , पी . के . गड़, मुलं !, बंबई- 80 
। 51, विन्यना विस्टा, गन . जे . भासिने मार्ग, 

संगई- 2 
किरण महल , फतेह गंज , बडौदा , वड़ोदा- 3 ) !(0 0 . 

पाराधना पेसेस रोड़, बड़ाग-1 
स्टेट बैंक बिल्डिंग, एन . जी . एन . वैध मार्ग, 1 - 3 


अधिवक्ता 
सालिमिटर 


मुलुड वेस्ट 
ग्रेटर बंबई 


150. 


151 , 


कु . किरण मी हरगदराय 
महेन्द्र पास 
एस . वाई . रेगे 


अधिवक्ता 
अधिकार 


फोनगंज 
बहदा 


152. 


153 . 


अधिवक्ता 


बंगई 


154. 


विसनजीत पार , भेड़ा 


कमछ 


155. 


अमल कृष्ण वत्स 


डी यो जेड - एम -51, गांधी धाम, कच्छा-370 :0 ]. 
टेम्मुल चैम्बर्स, पहली मंमिल , कमरा न . 39, मोल्ड पो . ओ . 
स्ट्रीट, कलकत्ता-700001 
एक ओल्ड पो . ओ . स्ट्रीट, पारन न पाइन , पहली मंजिल 
कमरा न .- 7; कलकत्ता- 7008001 
मौ . डामुचक , मुजफ्फरपुर, बिहार 


অগ্রিস 
अधिवक्ता और 
सालिमिटर 
अधिवक्ता 


कनरुत्ता 


156. 


ए . एन . गांगुली 


कलकत्ता 


157. 


शंकर प्रसाद वर्मा 


अधिवक्ता 


मुजफ्फरपुर 


158. 


प्रभाकान्त चौधरी 


अधिवक्ता 


परभंगा 


159. 


अधिवक्ता 


कलकमा 


160 


राजकुमार खत्री 
नारायण चर डे 
पं . राव महा- गावकर 


बलभद्रपुर, पो . ओ लरेरिया सराय , विहार- 8 48001 
118, महात्मा गांधी गेह, बालकना- 7 
128/ सी , नरकेल डंगा , रेलवे कालोनी, काकना 
एन ने . 1 - 14/ 3, नीचर , डा . मथलकर नेल असनाल , 
स्टेशन कोर्ट रोड़, गुहाय -58 5102 


अधिवक्ता 


कलामा 


161 . 


प्रधिवक्ता 


गुलबर्गा 


162 


केरल कृष्ण शर्मा 


अधिवक्ता 


फरीदकोट 
जालन्धर 


163. 


मुसनमर , निा , फरीदकोट, पज , 
ई- जी -933, गोविन्द गह , जालन्धर सिटी, पंजाब 
पराज पेट, साऊथ कोडाग , कर्नाटक, पिन- 571218 


ममतलाल बजाज 
अब्दुल हाफिज खान , 


भधिवक्ता 
अधिवक्ता 


__ 164. 
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165. 


म श्री श्रीमती प्रिमला 


अधिवक्ता 


प पाना 


166. 


जीरा 


सी ओ , श्री , सी खन्ना , गेरा रोड़ . 
पटियाला, पंजाब 

मो -पहिया जिला,फिरोजपूर, पंजाब- 1 4 2017 
41 5, सावर पंड , पुणे - 41100 
7- बी, कन्छ निकेतन, डेरामर लेन, घाट फोगार , 
बं . 17 


श्री मोदी रमणीक सिंह 
ग्मेण अबाजी पाधानिकर 
प्रताप डी . गान्धी 


अधिरना 
अधिवक्ता 


167 


16 , 


अधिवक्ता 


मंपूर्ण राज्य 
राज्य महाराष्ट्र, गुजरात 
कर्नाटक , आंध्रा प्रदेश , 
गोपा संघ दिल्ली 


169. 


पहेन्द्र के . बेलानी 


अधिवक्ता 


मंपूर्ण भारत 


170. 


171. 


बी . मोहन कृष्ण 
श्रीमती ज्योति धर्माधिकारी 
एन . राजा 


अधिषमा 
अधिवक्ता 
विना 


गदर जिला 
नागपुर 
मेटर बंबई 


172 


173 


परमात्मा शर । पाय 


अधिवक्ता 


फैजामान ( उ .प्र . ) 


174. 


रमेश पी . मखीजा 


अधिवक्ता 


मंपूर्ण भारत 


175. 


यी . प्रशागिरी गण 
एन . श्री अग्रवाल , 
कु . सुर्वेदिता 


176. 


प्रकासम जिल 
केरला पूर्ण 


अधिवक्ता 
अधिवक्ता 
अविधान 


101-ए, पेराराम एपार्टमेंट , 44- 7 पल , जगमोहन मार्ग , 
वंबई-36 

2/ 4, अरूल पेट, गंटर- 2 ( प्रा . प . ) 
85, नैनाल रीड़, राम वास रोड , नागपुर- 140 001 
" मावर विहार ", 2/ 1२, के n गुमानेन , मारंगा, 
बंबई-19 
पुराना 26 2/नया , 10/ 12/ 10 4, शिव रमि - मन, 
मो , राजकोट सिटी, पो . भो प्रयोध्या , जिला फेजाबान , 
( उ . प्र . ) 
14- बी , सुन्दर महल , पहली मंजिन , 141, मैरिन नाव, 
अंबई- 20 
पुरान नाज थिएटर, दिराला, पान्ध्र प्रदेश- 523 135 
489/ 3, पुराना, बाजार, केरला, पूणे- 411 00:3 
माई . पी . अन्य बिल्डिंग , ग्राऊंड फ्लोर , ओपन , सोनी ओ . , 
अंबई - 32 
5123 , मोहल्ला तेलियां, नीयर मुभाष गेट , जगरांव , 

142026, जिला, लुधियाना 
1/ 12, रूप नगर, दिल्ली 
जी -16 5, नारायणा विहार , नई दिल्ली - 28 
आर . ओ . किल, ओ . ओ विजवासन, नई दिल्ली-61 
फलैट नं 380, उब्ल्यू जेड- 1 52, मण्डी वाली गानी , 
चांद नगर , नई दिल्ली-18 
मी -2/ 92, वी . एम . पाई . जी फलैट, लारेंस गा , नई दिल्ली 
सी -2 78, निती बाग, नई दिल्ली- 49 
6/ 5771, नई चान्द्रवाल , जवाहर नगर 
दिलो- 110007 : 
सी - 4/ 145, सफदरजंग येतानेट एरिया, नयादोजवार , 
नई दिल्ली 


177 


ग्रेटर बज 


178 


मोहिन्द्र पाल सिंह 


अधिवक्ता 


जगरांव तहनील 


179. 


180 


जी . की दहिया 
पर्गमवर सिह उग्पाल 
नाप मिह ाराज 
जी . एस एबरोष 


अधिवक्ता 
अधिवक्ता 
अधिवक्ता 


दिलली 
मंघ राज्य दिल्ली 
वेस्ट दिल्ली 


191. 


182 


अधिवक्ता 


जिन्द्र नगर 


183. 


18 4. 


मत्यपान 
निर्माण मिझ नईयर 
गभेम्वर दत्त 


अधिययता 
अधिवक्ता 
अश्विक्ता 


संघ राज्य दिल्दी 

नई दिल्ली 
गंध राज्य दिल्ली 


185. 


186. 


जनेश्वर दास जैन 


अभिवमा 


होजखास एरिया , सफदर 
जंग डिवलपमैन्ट एरिया 
निती व गुलमोहर पार्क , 
वमन्त बिहार , रचणील 

और उच्च न्यायालय 
सं राज्य दिल्ली और अंगई 
राज सिंह 


187. 


आधिवक्ता 


188. 


189. 


सुरेश कुमार अग्रवाल 
इक्रयाल सिंह 
जी . एल , नन्दा 
शेर सिंह बुल्लर 
से . अजीज अहमद नकबी 


अलवर 


4312, गली बदजो, बहादुरगढ़ गेड, दिल्ली-110001 
राजसिंह नगर, जिला श्री गंगा नगर, ( राजस्थान ) 
विष्ण कृपा, कुन्दन नगर , अलवर, राजस्थान-305001 
स्टेशन रोड़,चिरावा ( अनाग्न ), राजस्थान- 333021 
302, शर्मा बिल्डिंगस, गमगंज, अनाज मंडी , 
अयपुर- 302003 


अधिवक्ता 
अधिवक्ता 
अधिवक्ता 
সবিনা 


190. 


चिरावा 
राजस्थान 


191. 


192 


कैलाश चन्द्र सोगानी 


21,पार्श्व माय कालोनी , अजमेर 


अधिवमता 


मजमेर 
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193. सर्वश्री विक्रमजीत सिंह विनोई, 


प्रधिवक्ता 


शीतल भवन, निकट सदन सोर्टम मश , गजनेर रोड , 
बीकानेर- 334008 


बीकानेर 


194. 


कर्णसिंह कोटारी 
मानन्द विहारी लास , 


अधिवनता 
अधिवक्ता 


उपमपुर 
जयगुर 


195. 


43 2 भृपाल पुरा , उधमपुर, राजस्थाम 
32, माउट रोड़, जगदीश कालोनी,, ओपोजित रामगड टाउन , 
जयपुर - 302002. 
महात्मा गांधी रोड़, मिलीगुडी, पश्चिम बंगाम 


196. 


एम . एम . अग्रवाल , 


अधिवक्ता 


197. 


नेक सिंह 
पनिल . शर्मा 


हनुमानगढ़ जंक्शन , जिला श्रीगंगानगर, राजस्थान 
1/ 1, गी , गय सेन , कलकता 


मधिममता 
मभिषमता 


सब डिवीजन सिलीगुडी, 
जिला दार्जिलिंग 
हनुमानगढ़ 
बड़ा माजार जोरामको 
जोरा बागान इलाका, 
फलकत्ता 


198. 


मधिवक्ता 


199. 
200, 


रमेन्द्र चन्द्र अग्रवाम 
दिलीपकुमार मजमवार, 


मियम नाहरगढ़ रोड़, 430 पन्दपोल माजार, जयपुर- 1 
44, मौलमपरली देशप्रिय नगर, कलकत्ता - 5 


अधिवक्ता 


2 


1. 


202. 


शंकर लाल गेहलोत 
नरेश चन्द्र मित्तल, 
मुरेन्द्र पाल शर्मा, 
निहाल बन्द सिद्धीकी , 
श्रीमती के . राधामनी, 


अधियमना 
मधिमक्ता 
अधिवक्ता 
अधिवक्ता 


जयपुर 
शिमालटा मिथिल कोर्टम, 

कलकता 
मीफानेर 
छछली ( रियाणा ) 
कैपल हरियाणा 
छतरपुर ( म प्र . -1 ) 
हरनाकुलम 


203. 


204 


205 


अधिवक्ता 


206. 


स्टेट महाग 


207. 


पुणे 


जरीवाला प्रसगर अली 
ए. एन . खुरपे 
पी . में बलाल , 
कु . शोभा दास, छावरिया 


अधिवक्ता 
अधिवक्ता 
अधिवक्ता 
अधिवक्ता 


208 


म्टेट महाराष्ट्र 
बंबई 


209. 


गंगापाहर रोड, नीषानेर- 334001 
57, देवी भवन बाजार, जगाधरी - 135003 ( ङ्ग्यिाणा ) 
134/14, रेलव गेड़, कैथल ( हरियाणा ) 
एच मं 53, बिहाहरु स्टेट मैक, छत्तरपुर 
" राधिका अमनिया, स्टेट, नियर माधष फार्मेसी जंक्शन , 
कोचीन- 68 2018 
ओफिस 44ना, नेमबित गेड मझगांव , बबई- 400010 
680, ताबून स्ट्रीट, पुणे-1 
देवराज ई-3/ 3, एस वी . रोग, ( पश्चिम ) अंबई- 62 
एम . बी . छारिया एड कंपनी , पंटके हाऊस , 2 मंजिल , 
मागनि श्रासलेन, नजदीक हैडलम हाऊम , फोर्ट , बंबई 1 
1 :0/ 11,विवेक घोले रोड , पूना - 411 004 
" अमन गिरनार कालानी, हिन्दवाडी 
बेलगाम - 500001 ( वार्नाटक ) 
माफिस :.18/ 220 वर्धमान चैम्बर्म , 
2 मंजिल, कोहामजी पटेल, स्ट्रीट, फोर्ट , बबई-1 
मकान ई - 3 / ) पाई पंक्टर 1 वाशी, नई संबई - 400703 
सिविल कोर्ट , नायर 
श्री . डी. ओ. प्राफिम जगाधरी ( हरियाणा ) 
7, नोहार बाग, मीनापुर ( य. पी ) 
.1, मैन रोड़, लोवरपैलेस आचाउन मंगलोर 


: 10. 


मी रामचन्द्र बजे, 
काजी हो . हमेम साहो 


अधिवक्ता 
प्रधिवस्ता 


211. 


बिलगाम जिला 


211. 


एस . ए. भोलवाल 


अधिवक्ता 


संपूर्ण भारत 


213 . 


214. 


गुरनाम मिह 
एम . मी . चतुर्वेदी, 
एम. एम. रेणका प्रमाद 


प्रधिवक्मा 
अधिवक्ता 
গ্রিশন 


15. 


जगाधरी 
मानापुर 
मंगलौर मिटो 
सरल जिला 
भालंधर पंजाम राज्य 

माऊट पुणे 
बंग 


16. 


217. 


घ . भ. चरनजीत सिंह 
गमचन्द्र शंकर पुरंदरे 
नबनोत राय ए भोगाना 
गमेश्वर दाम अहलुवालिया 
मुरेश कुमार शर्मा 


अधिवक्ता 
अधिवक्ता 
अधिमा 


218 . 


114, न्य जवाहर नगर, जालंधर शहर, ( पंजाव ) 
815, रविवार पेट, पुणे , महाराष्ट्र 
. :/ 1310.1, प्रादर्ण नगर, वर्नी बबई 
7719/ 4, नाी महाल्ला अन्धाला शहर , हरियाणा 
बाया जी. पी . ओ . पुमाना , तहमाल, बुधारा, 
जिला मुजफ्फर नगर ( यू . पा . ) 
गांव व पो . ओ.नगर ,जिला मनवर , ( गजस्थान ) 


219. 


अधिवक्ता 


अम्बाला शहर ( पियाणा ) 


20. 


प्रधियाना 


बुधाना 


21 . 


रभुमीर सिंह 


अधिवक्ता 


बहरोर जिला प्रसपर 

( गजस्थान ) 


- 


- 


- 


- - 


- - 


- - - 


- 


- - 
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सर्वत्री 
22 . हरीदनशर्मा, 


प्रधिवक्ता 


मागरा ( यू. पी. ) 


पा 


23. ग्राम प्रसाद नायर, 

4. शिव चरण सिंह, 
2 2 5. इन्द्र पाल अंसल , 
226 . मानमिह नरका, ! 


प्रधियाना 
अधिवक्ता 
अधिवक्ता 
अधिवक्ता 


जालंधर पंजाय 
भरतपुर, रामम्पान 
मुक्तसर पंजाव 
बास जिला गजस्थान 


.:: 7. गजवन्त राय बघावन, 
28. एम . पारशुरामा, 
2:29. एन . पार.. वमन्नामी, 


अधिवक्ता 
अधिवक्ता 
अधिवक्ता 


मालंधर पंजाब 
जालंधर पंजाब 
कानपुर ( य . पी . ) 


30. एम . पी मिश्रा, 


अधिवक्ता 


वाराणमो ( य पी. ) 


11 . जे. के . गियासी, 


अधिवक्ता 


बंबई , महाराष्ट्र दिल्ली 


2 32 . मदनलाल अग्रवाल , 


अधिवक्ता 


15, गोविन्दनगर, साकेत कालोनी, शाहगंज , 
भागरा ( यू. पी . ) 
एन . मी . : 4/ 27, पुराना रेवले रोग, जालंधर ,पंजाब 
प्रलालबन्दजिला, भरतपुर , राजस्थान 
566, मदर बाजार , मुक्तामर ,पजाव 
किशनगढ़किला, गांव व पा. प्रा .किशन गन माम , 
जिला मलवर ( रामस्वाम ) 
प्रार.. ओ. 7:3/ 2 प्रान नगर,मवाली जालंधर , 
मकान नं . 229, पो. ओ. हकोठा, जालंधर, पंजाब 
11--उसल्य ( महेशांभ्रम ) नजदीक स्टेट बैंक ऑफ जुही, 
गऊशाला कानपुर ( यू. पी . ) 
मंशी , ओ. प्रा . जनमोकी - मराई , 
जिला वाराणासी ( य. पी. ) 
प्रागधना - मी -पलेट नं . 50.3, 4, 5 मजिल , 
नियर. बंबई साइंग स्पींग मिाज , 
जी . . अम्बरकर रोडभोईवाला दादर, बंबई- 62 
केरनीटाग पा . मो, जिला मिदनापुर 
मिदनापुर पश्चिम बंगाल 
17, हरिमबा रोड, बैरेफपार पानन्दपुरी जिला , 
नोर्ष, . , परगना, पश्चिम बंगाल , 
पार/ 0191, मैक्टर- 2 प्रार- फरीवाबार 
( हरियाणा ) 
पार/ 03875, के. जी . बी . बारास्ता, जोहरी बाजार , 
अयपुर ( राजस्थान ) 
प्रार/ 0 मई सोसायटी नमदीक शारवावेन होस्पीटल , 
मरजपुर, महमदाबाद, गुजरात 
भार0, 5 भरत कालोनी, स्टेडियम रोड, अहमदाबाद 
नियमनियम म्टेन्ड, निगडी, पुणे 
मार, वारेनगज, मिपरी भागार मामी ( यू. पी . ) 
म्माईल बिल्डिग, 381, डा . डी . एन . रोड, 

लोग फाउमटेन, बई 
हुडको हासिग इस्टेट, 95विधान नगर रोड, 

नाक न, 1 3, फ्लंट नं 1 7 ! -पहली मजिल कलकत्ता-54 
6 बलोगज फ्लेम,मनकता 


217. श्याम प्रसाद मेन 


अधिवका 


मिदनापुरजिला टाउन 
पं . बंगाल 
अलीपुर सिविल कोर्टम 
कलकत्ता 
फरीदामाद ( हरियाणा ) 


: 34. टेकचन्द कोशिक 


अधिवक्ता 


235. नापमल शर्मा, 


अधिवक्ता 


जयपुर ( राजस्थान ) 


: 315 . के. ए. बलोकरीम वाला, 


अधिवक्ता 


महमदाबाद गुजरात 


237. सम्म जे, देसाई, 
. 38 . जवाहरलाल गशी लाल दुमडे 
. 39. ओछप्रकाश गुप्ता, 
3 40. अहमद के , होगनी 


अधिवक्ता 
अधिवक्ता 
अधिवकमा 
अधिवक्ता 


गमगत 
नह। ओर पिंपरी विष 
झामी 


ग्रेटर बंबई 


: 41. उदय गन , पोष , 


अधिबममा 


: परगना पश्चिम बंगाल 


42. जयन्न मेन गप्ता 


अधिवक्ता 


-45. माधन एम राय, 
.... संजीव कंचन , 


মষিI 
प्रचिवमा 


51 - बी - ग्मबिहारीएवेन्य , फलकना-28 
4, मिलन बिलिंग, 180/ 42, बाजार गेट स्ट्रीट पेगेसन, 
नारीमन स्ट्रीट, फोर्ट , बंबई , 
166, बापु बाजार, उदयपुर , राजस्थान 
106- बी . पाकेट- 4, मयर मिहार, दिल्ली-91 
एम. एन . :: 50 वा . न. ::, महरौली, नई दिल्ली- 5 ।। 


2 45. श्रीमती रतन नागौरी 

16. वेद प्रकाश नाहर , 
247. कु. बीना बकमी . 


अधिवक्ता 


पार्कसम चौरंगो पार्क , 
स्ट्रीट , क मता 
दक्षिणीय फलकत्ता 
प्रिननारी मन स्ट्रीट फोर्ट 
बंबई 
उदयपर रामम्यान 
मयूर विहारविम्मी-91 
दिल्ली और 
जिला कोर्टम दिल्ली 
प्रेटर यंबई 
सोनीपत ( हरियाणा ) 


अधिवक्ता 
अधिवक्ता 


48 . एन पार एम . अय्यर 
. 49 प्रतापसिंह पहिया 


10, ऊपर जिल , मलिना पर्य, मंयई- १ 

प्रधिवक्ता 
रोहतक रोड , नजदीक मुरी पेट्रोल पम्प, मोनीपन ( हरियाणा ) अधिवक्ता 


- 


- - - 


- 


- 


- - - - 


- - - 


- -- - - 
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मबंधी 
2.50. मी . शिवधामम्पा 
251 . राजेन्द्र सिंह 
252. अशोक कुमार असु 


अधिवक्ता 
अधिषमता 
अधिवक्ता 


मंसूर (कर्नाटक ) 
श्री गंगानगर ( राजस्थान ) 
मिलीगको 


करण्माण भवन, न्यागगज गेह,मंसूर (कर्नाटक ) 
13, डी -मलाया, श्रीगंगानगर, ( राजस्थान ) 
मलोल लग भवन , राजा राममोहन गय रोड, 
हकीम पुरा, सिनगडी ( प.बं. ) 
प. ममी. न . 7/ 29:: गम भवन, श्याम गली , 
हाथी पहाटा, अजमेर 
दातारामगढ़, जिल्ला मीकर ( राजम्मान ) 
मंडी मनाली, मिरमा ( हरियाणा ) 


25 . विद्याधर भार्गव 


अधिवक्ता 


पभमेर ( राजस्थान ) 


दालारामगढ़ 


254. विमोष कुमार गहलावत , 
255 . रामस्वरूप मेहता 


अधिवक्ता 
अधिवक्ता 


डबवाली , सिरसा 
( हरिया गा ) 
देहली 


256. बी . के. अग्रवाल 
2.57. श्रीमती मम भटनागर 
2: 58. मी.एच. प्राचार्या 


अधिवक्ता 
पधिवक्ता 


देहली 


443, क्लोष मामिट,विष्णु बाजार, देहली 
2-ए, एच पी. एल . स्टाफ कालानी, नई दिल्ली 
फाईन मेन्सन, नृतीय मंजिल, 20.3, सी एन रोड , फाटं , 
बंबई - 23 
प्लांट मं . .. 76/ 2, मे- 29 गांधी नगर (गुजरात ) 


मधिवना 


ग्रेटर बंबई 


259. मलारखा एम . शेष 


पधिवक्ता 


गांधी नगर मेहमाना 
अहमदाबाद 
रायपुर (कर्नाटक ) 


2.60. फै यानदीन 


अधिवक्ता 


दहली 


261. गरदेव सिह मुर 
262. भीमसिंह इन्दोरा 
. 63 . सतपाल मिह मोड़ी 


अधिवक्ता 
अधिवक्ता 
अधिवक्ता 


देहली 
जालंधर (पंजाब ) 


4- 1- 70, पशोका रोड, रायचुर 
पिन कोडनं. 5841 01 (कर्नाटक ) 
7 / 11, सम्प , ई. ए. करोलबाग, नई दिल्ली 
प्रारजैर-36, पालम ईक्लेव , नई दिल्ली 
8, सहदेव मार्किट, पी . एष टी . कालोनी, 
जालन्धर ( पंजाब ) 
मार्फत मार . मी . पुरोहित एल . माई . सी ., 
33 ),पाश कालोनी , निमाहेर ( राजस्थान ) 
म .नं , 315 ( 1)/ 74, प्रार्दश नगर, कैपल 
सिन्धनूर, रायपुर जिला (कर्नाटक ) 


2. 6-4. परश्री कुमार मागीरी 


प्रधिवाता 


निबाहेड़ा ( राजस्थाम ) 


265. बलबीर सिह पुनिया 
266. एन. कोटश्वर राव 


अधिवक्ता 
प्रधिवक्मा 


कैपल ( हरियाणा ) 
मिन्वनर, रायपूर ( कर्नाटक ) 


167. जी .ए. हलममुदग 


गंगावती, जिला गयचर, कर्नाटक 


अधिवक्मा 


28. प्रमममिह कौशिक 


हिान , जिला म्वाई माधोपुर ( राजस्थान ) 


अधिवक्ता 


गंगावती और रायपुर 

(कर्नाटक ) 
लिण्डन, स्थाई माधोपुर, 

( राजन्यान ) 
घुर्मा गुलन्दशहर ( उ.प्र.) 
गाजियाबाद ( उ. प्र. ) 


269 . महम्मद ईकमालखान 
270. अनिल कुमार शर्मा 


अधिवक्ता 
अधिवक्ता 


मो .मराय, मुर्तजा धान खुर्जा,जिला - बुलन्दशहर ( उ.प्र. ) 
म. नं. 373-ए/ 649, राम नगर ( कृष्णा ममी ) 
गाजियाबाद ( उ.प्र. ) 
उप -सहमीम मलोट, फरीदकोट (पंजाब ) 


271. कृष्णलाल ग्रोवर 


अधिवक्मा 


उ - हमील मलोट और 
रम्मो, फरीदकोट (पंजाब ) 
जयपुर ( राजस्थान ) 


272. मामीराम प्रग्रवाल 


अधिवक्ता 


विद्यानगर का रास्ता महंतची, की हवली के मामने 
म . मं . 706, जयपुर 
10, पार . पार रोड, फोर्ट, बंगलौर 
गरुवरपेट, गोकाक तालुका बेलगाम (कर्नाटक ) 


2. 73. के . जी . राजपाल 
274, टी . एम . नांदीमथ 


अधिवक्ता 
अधिवक्ता 


मंगलौर 
गोकामा तानुका बेलगाम 
(कर्नाटक ) 
गाजियाबाद ( उ. प्र. ) 


75. कैलाश प्रकाश 


प्रधिवक्ता 


113, बमना गली, नजदीक पुलिम चौकी , 
गाजियाबाद ( उ.प्र. ) 
म्यू निरबन कालोनी ,ननदीक मिविल हस्पताल, 
जगाधरी ( हरियाणा ) 


276. हक्मचन्द मित्तल 


শনিশা 


माधरी ( हरियाणा ) 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- - 


- - - - 


- - 
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मर्यश्री 


मधिवक्ता 


6. 77. एम. पम्पनगौड़ा , 
278. मिक्रम बन्द 


रायचुर जिला 
मगर्राम , जिला लुधियाना 


अधिबनता 


गंगावती ,जिला रायचुर (कर्नाटक ) 
4727, मौ . भौगियान, भगगव, लुधियाना 
वार्ड नं. 24, चोटियान, बुआं के पास, फतेहपुर शेखावटी , 
सीकर ( राजस्थान ) 
21 ,तिलकमार्ग, अषिकेश ( उ.प्र. ) 


279 , नारायण राम 


अधिवक्ता 


फतेहपुर ( राजस्थान ) 


380. राकेश कुमार वाष्र्णेय 


अधिवक्ता 


अधिममता 


2.81. राजीव कुमार साणेच 
28 2. सद्र नारायण झा 


रामघाट रोड, विष्णुपुर, अलीगढ़ ( उत्तर प्रदेश ) 
दशना-चक, नोयर वाटर टावर, जिला-- भागलपुर ( बिहार ) 


प्रधिवक्ता 


अपिफैश ( उ.प्र.) 
प्रलीपक ( उ.प्र. ) 

मागलपुर जिला (मिहार ) 
गिरीहि जिला ( बिहार ) 
केन्द्र शासित प्रदेशविली 
मुम्मन ( राजम्बाम ) 


राजपुत मोहल्ला, अरगाघाट ,जिला-गिरीरिह ( बिहार ) 


अधिवक्ता 


प्रधिवक्ता 


11, रामनगर , न्यू ,दिल्ली, पिन-110055 
वाया अलीपुर,जिला मुनमुन ( राजस्थान ) 


अधिवक्ता 


6047, जमानादास भवन, अम्बाला छावनी, हरियाणा 


अधिवक्ता 


अम्बाला छावनी 


. 8 3. फणि भूषण पाठक 
284. के. एल. सिंभल 
5. 8 5. वाताराम सिंह 
28 6. तरुण मेहता 
2. 8 7. पी. वी. मुगुमार 
288. ए. एन. पाटिल 
289. दलीप कुमार भट्टाचार्मा 
490. एकम सिंह 


48, न्य स्टेट बैंक कान्नानी, माम्बरम , मद्रास 


अधिवक्ता 


अधिवक्ता 


ताम्बरम ( मद्राम ) 

लगाम जिला ( कर्नाटक ) 
कालीमाट (मालकत्ता ) 
नशिहर ( पंजाब ) 


अधिवक्ता 
अधिवक्ता 


अधिवक्ता 


191. अशोक कुमार 
292. जोगाराम गुप्ता 
293. रमेश कुमार मेहता 


अधिवक्ता 


मले. गढ ( उ.प्र. ) 
कंचम (हरियाणा ) 
गाजियागाव ( उ.प्र. ) 


अधिवक्ता 


294. राम सिंह सलूजा 
295. भगवती प्रमाद " पार " 


अधिवक्ता 
अधिवक्ता 
দশি 


पटियाला (पंजाब ) 
हाथरस-मलीगढ़ ( उ.प्र. ) 
कुरुक्षेत्र ( हरियाणा ) 


296, मुभाष शमा 


297. एस . के . सक्सेना 


अधिवक्ता 


कोटा ( राजस्थान ) 


. 3 6, अन टेम्पल रोर हिन्दवाड़ी, बेलगाम (कर्नाटक ) 
109, कालीघाट रोड बालकत्ता -70002G 
वी. पी भो. मलाचौर, 
त . नवो शहर जालधर ( पंजाब ) 
मिहारी मंडी स्ट्रीट सराय कुत्तम, अलीगढ़ ( उ. प्र. ) 
संपल-13 2017,जिला कुरुक्षेत्र, हरियाणा 
म - 3, नीती नगर , सेक्टर- 3, राजनगर, गाजियाबाद 
( उ.प्र . ) 
27, सेवक झालोनी, पटियाला (पंजाब ) 
रमनार, नहसाल हाच रस, जिपा मलीगढ़ ( उ.प्र . ) 
अम्बर नं . 48, जिला न्यायालय, कुरुक्षेत्र 
( हरियाणा ) 
1 - बी - 34, तलवण्ठा ( एम . एफ . एस . ) , काटा , 

( राजस्थान ) 
निवास , यो खण्ड, राजाजी नगर, मंगलौर,हैहैं 
कार्यालय : न . 50, वूसरा तल, पामाड़ी मेनसन , 

ऐवेन्यू रोड़, मंगलोर- 560 002 
सूर्य राधेट, विषय नगर, विष्णु वर्धन राब स्ट्रीट , 

मांधा प्रदेमा 
87/ सी , न्यू मा मुजफ्फर नगर, ( उ. प्र . ) 

पुराना डाक बाना वाली गली, रेलवे रोड़, ( रोहतक ), 
हरियाणा 
पलापुर-दार कोर्ट, रा . खा . मनीपुर , गलपाईगुड़ी , 

( पश्मिम बंगाल ) 
कार्यालय चैम्बर नं . 66, न्यू कोर्ट पटियाला हाऊस , 

नई दिल्ली 
निमास : - - मू मू - 21 4, निशामा एनक्लेग , प्रीतम पुरा, 
नई दिल्ली -34 


288 . नी . एम . रंकी 


अधिवक्ता 


बंगलोर, (कर्नाटक ) 


299. सी . भापति राब 


মমিশনা 


विजयवाड़ा ( पाध्रा प्रदेश ) 


300. भीमती मिला शर्मा 


अधिवक्ता 


मुजफ्फर नगर ( उ . प्र . ) 
रोहतक ( हरियाणा ) 


301. पवम कुमार जैन 


मधिमका 


302. स्मराज मोहनघर 


मधिवक्ता 


जलपाईगुड़ी ( प . बंगाल ) 


- 


- 


103. पी .ने . कोशी 


अधिवक्ता 


नई दिल्ली 


- - 


- 


- - 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- -- - - 


- 
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सर्व श्री 


304, रविन्द्र नाथ मन्ती 


अधिवक्ता 


कालकाता ( प . बंगाल ) 


अधिषमता 


30 5. बीर बहादुर जैन 
306. जितेन्द्र कुमार गुप्ता 
307. केशव अलर 


अधिनमा 


मुनमुनू , ( राजस्थान ) 
प्रलवर ( राजस्थान ) 
मंगनौर सिटी (मार्नाटक ) 


अधियाना 


3308. के . पी . कृष्णम ति 
309. श्रीमति हेमन्नता पी . नरोट, 
310. राजेन्द्र कुमार अग्रवाल 


44/ 3, महात्मा गांधी रोड,कलकत्ता, (प . बंगाल ) 
मौहल्ला श्री मालों, ( सुन्भुन ), राजस्थान 
पुलिस मन्ट्रोल रूम के पास, अलवर ( राजस्थान ) 
56, सेन्ट्रल मार्केट बिल्डिंग, भवन्धी स्ट्रीट, 
मंगलौर- 575001 
हालेन रामीपुर , मिला हमन, कर्नाटक 
17, इन्द्रा पार्क, सेटेलाईट, अहमदाबाद 
1, एम . जी . रोड, ऊपरी मंजिल, फोटो एम्पोरियम , 
प्रागरा - 82002 ( उ . प्र . ) 
केपर प्राफ, सेठी निवास, 3/148, सुभाष नगर , 
नई दिल्ली 


সম্বিনা 
अधिवक्ता 


हालेन रामोपुर, (कर्नाटक ) 
अहमदाबाद ( गुजरात ) 


अधिवक्ता 


प्रागरा ( उ प्र . ) 


311. श्री अंजनाय धर 


अधिवक्ता 


दियो 


अधिवक्ता 


दिली 


31 . श्री चन्द्रभान आर्य 
513. वासुदेव सिंह तोमर 
314 . अनिल कुमार शर्मा 


ही . माई . ए. -1 26, जनकपुरी , नई दिल्ली 
ताजेन्द्रनाथ , पाल बागार, ग्वालियर, ( म . प्र . ) 
निर्वाचन कार्यालय के सामने कलक्ट्रेट कम्पाउंड , 
मेरठ ( उ . प्र. ) 


मधिवक्ता 
अधिवक्ता 


ग्वालियर ( म . प्र . ) 
मेरठ ( उ. प्र . ) 


315. सत्यनारायण शर्मा 


अधिवक्ता 
अधिवक्ता 


2 , अन्ना सागर , लिंक रोड, भजमेर ( राजस्थान ) 
सीन, जिला भरतपुर, राजस्थान 
मिल्डिंग नं . 102/ 353 5, नेहरू नगर, पूर्वी कुर्ला, 
बंबई- 24 


अजमेर ( राजस्थान ) 
कार ( राजस्थान ) 


31 6. बृज भूषण लाल गोयल 


317. सी . जे . मोतबानी, 


प्रधिवक्ता 


महाराष्ट्र 


318. के . सी . कौशिक 


605, कंचनजंगा अपार्टमेन्ट " कौशम्मी ” गाजियाबाद , 
( उ . प्र . ) 


अधिवक्ता 


गाजियाबार ( उ . प्र . ) 


519. गंगाधर मारायण शिवे 


नासिक ( महाराष्ट्र ) 


350. एम० माई . हवा 


महमदाबाद ( गुजरात ) 


321. पी . एम , प्रधान 


अंमई ( महाराष्ट्र ) 


322. के . सिधया 


माया (कर्नाटक ) 


323. एस . ए . सुले 


मबमारी (गुजरात ) 


मनिशा हाऊसिंग सोसायटी , 3/ 5, प्रथम मंजिल , मधिममता 
ग्य पंडित कालोनी, नासिक - 4220 
दूसरा तल, स्वास्तिक मेंटर, 30ो, स्वास्तिक मोसाइटी, अधिवक्ता 
नवरंगपुरा, अहमदाबाद- 380009 
5-ए म लन्द औय मनिशा, कोआपरेटिव हाऊसिंग सोसाइटी, अधिवक्ता 
रोड नं . 1, पूर्थी मुलन्द, बंबई- 400081 
सुभाष नगर, लायर्म कालोनी, मान्छया सिटी , 

मधिवक्ता 
कर्नाटक ( 571403 
गोविंद भवन, चिमनभाई रोड, नवमारी, 

ঘখ্রিসন। 
जिला मलसा - 396445 
3/ 1 श्रीयास दत्ता लेन, हावड़ा ( प . बंगाल ) 

प्रधिवक्ता 
लक्ष्मी मेडिकल स्टोर, धान मण्डी रोड, उदयपुर , प्रधिवक्ता 
( राजस्थान ) 
13 पार्क रोड, तास्कर टाऊन , मंगलौर -560051 प्रधिवक्ता 
कमरा नं . 49, पक्काटियारा संघ होस्टल , 

अधिवक्ता 
बी . एम , रोग, इसन -573 201 
385, मागम टाउग, गालाधर, ( पंगार ) 

पाधिवका 
ग्यामालय, बुलन्द शहर ( उ. प्र. ) 

अधिवक्ता 


3 24. बिबास चन्द्र मित्रा 
3 25. नवजीत लाल शर्मा 


हावड़ा ( प . बंगाल ) 
उदयपुर ( राजस्थान ) 


कर्नाटक 


326. ए . एस . गुप्ता 
327. मी . एल . गौड़ा 


हसन (कर्नाटक ) 


32५. मुधी मनमा कोर 
329. विफम सिंह मर्मा 


जालन्धर ( पंजाब ) 
बुलन्दशहर ( उ. प्र . ) 
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मर्व श्री 
330. श्रीमसि कमला तिवारी 


अधिवक्ता 


पानी की टंकी के पीछे कबेरै पुरम, हं ग बाग, 
सिविल कोर्ट , मागग 


प्रागग ( उ प्र ) 


331 . गम के विवेदी 


अधिवकमा 


जिला पाणे, और महाराष्ट्र 


फलेट नं . 103, जयबज, मानेक कोओपरेटिव हाऊसिग 
मोसाइटी ( लि . ) संतोख सिनेमा के मामने, स्टेशन रोड़ , 
पश्चिम भयम्दर, महाराष्ट्र- 401101 


21:1, मानन्द पर्वत , नई दिल्ली 


अधिवक्ता 


प्राधिवक्ता 


332. श्री हरीश चन्द्र चौधरी 
333. किशम चन्द सैनी 
334. जे . पी . गोयल 
335. री . के . प्रकाण 
336. दुष्यन्त कुमार त्यागी 


पधिवक्ता 


39-ए , जंगपुरा , भोगल , नई दिल्ली- 14 
88 . 8, पुल बंगेश, नया मोहल्ला, दिल्ली । 
645/-, फोर्थ मेन, मंकण्ड स्टेज , इन्द्रा नगर, बंगलोर । । 
6 18/ डी , शंकर गली, पाण्डव रोड, विश्वास नगर , 
शाहदरा विल्ली । 


दिलको 
भोगल- जंगपुरा, नई दिल्ली 
दिल्ली 
मंगलोर मिटी (कर्नाटक ) 
शाहवरा , दिल्ली । 


प्रधिवक्ता 


अधिवक्ता 


337. नरसिम्हा भायंगर 


मैमूर 


अधिवासा 
प्रधिषमा 


338. एम . एल . मलजा 


दिल्ली 


289, लक्ष्मी विलास रोड, मसूर 
30-ए , डबल स्टोरी , मेन रोट, बम स्टाप के सामने, 

मलयागंज, दिल्ली । 
226, माइडेन हाम्म रोड, चुलाई , भद्राम । 
.17, प्रायर पेरूमल ट्रांट, रोयापेट्टाह, मद्राम । 
मनेगुण्डी हाऊस, रानीपेट, हास्पेट, कर्नाटक । 


अधिवक्ता 


389. के . अशोक समवर्ती 
3.10. ए . पी . सूर्य प्रकाश 
3 . 1. नरसिम्हा घेश रायन 


अधिवक्ता 


चुलाई , मद्राम । 
रोयापेट्टाह, 
वेल्लारी रिस्ट्रिार, कर्नाटक 


अधिवक्ता 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- 


-- 


[ फा . सं . 5 ( 81 ), 91 -ज्यायिक 
पा . मो . कणन , मअम प्राधिकारी 


MINISTRY OF LAW , JUSTICE AND COMPANY AFFAIRS 

(Department of Legal Affairs ) 


New Delhi, the 15th January, 1993 
5 . 0 . 618 ---In pursuance of the provisions of Section 6 of the Notaries Act, 1952 (53 of 1952 ), the Central Governmnet hereby 
publishes a list of Notaries appointed by it and in practice at the beginning of the year 1993. 

- -.. - - - - 
Sl. Name of Notary Residential and professional address Qualifications Area in which he is 

authorised to practice 


No. 


S / Shri 
1. Rustam Ardeshir Gagrat 


Advocate, Bombay 


Whole of India 


2 . Bhagwati Prasad Khaitan 


Gagrat & Co. 
Alli Chamber , 
Nagindas Master Road , 
Medows St. Fort , 
Bombay . 
1- B , Old Post Office St., 
Calcutta . 
Temple Chambers, 
6 , Old Post Office St., 
Calcutta 
4 , Issur Dutt Lane, 
Howrah , 
( West Bengal) . 


Attorney at Law , Calcutta , Whole of India 
High Court 
Attorney at Law, Wholc of India 
Calcutta High Court 


3. Rabindra Krishna Deb 


4 . Himanshu Prakash Ganguli 


Advocate , Calcutta High Whole of India 

Court 
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5 . Sudhir Kumar Dey Mullick 


Whole of India 


Attorney at Law , 
Calcutta High Court, 


6 . Rash Mohan Chatterjec 


Solicitor Calcutta High 
Court . 


West Bengal, Assani 

Bihar , UP & 
Punjab . 


7 . Prabhudayal Himatsingka 


Whole of India 


M . Vjetor Elias Moses 


Whole of India 


Attorney at Law , 
Calcutta High Court. 
Attorney at Law , 
Calcutta High Court, 
Advocate, Punjab High 
Court, 
Advocate 


9 . Mulk RajWadhawan 


Punjab & U . P . 


10 . Manoharlal Kapur 


11, Harpershad Mehra 


Advocate Punjab High 
Court . 
Advocate 


Union Territory of 
Delhi. 
Union Territory of 

Delhi. 
Whole of India 


12 . Chamanlal Arora 


13. Damodar DevjiDamodar 


Clo Martin Burn Ltd ., 
JZ , Mission Row Extension , 
Calcutta - 1. 
Co M /s Orr. Dignam and Co ., 
Solicitors , 
29, Netaji Subhas Road , 
Calcutta , 
6 , Old Post Office St., 
Calcutta , 
6 , Old Post Office St., 
Calcutta . 
Jullundar City , 
Punjab . 
3 /9 , Patel Nagar ( East) 
New Delhi, 
No. 3060 , Charkhowalan , 
Delhi. 
TO , New Court Road , 
Amritsar, Punjab . 
Clo M /s Kanga & 
Solicitors , 
Readymoney Mansions , 
43, Veer Nariman Road , 
Bombay 
Clo Fowler & Co ., 
Solicitors & Advocates & Notaries , 
RegentHouse , 
12 , Government Place , 
East Calcutta -69 . 
6 . Old Post Office St., 
Calcutta . 
56 , Old Vijay Nagar Colony , 
Agra , (UP) . 
Clo M /s Crawford Bayley & Co., 
State Bank Buildings, 
Bank St., Bombay- l . 
Attorncy at Law , 
Temple Chambers, 
Ist Floor, 
6 Old Post Office St., 
Calcutta , 


Solicitor 


Maharashtra 


14 . Deba Prasad Ghosh 


Attorney 


Wliole of India 


15 . Nathmal Himatsingka 


Attoracy 


Wholo of India 


16 . Ramkishan Garg 


Vakil , Agra 


Agra District 


17. C . H . Pardiwala 


Solicitor 


Whole of Inlia 


18. Sachindra C . Sen 


Attorney 


Calcutta 


19 . D . A , Mehta 


Barat Law 


Advocate , 
43- B , Hanuman Road , 
New Delhi, 


Union Territory 
of Delhi. 


20 . Durga Prasad Tulsyan 


Advocate 


Jhunjhunu District 
( Rajasthan ), 


21. M .G . Doshit 


Attorney 


Gujarat & Mahra 

shtra . 


Advocate , 
Jhunjhunu , 
Rajasthan . 
M /S M .G . Doshit & Co.. 
Solicitor , 
35- Gmbessy Market, 
Ahmtdabad . 
Advocate , Udaipur 
Rajasthan . 
J4, Kondichatty Street, 
Il Floor, 
Madras - 1 . 

- - - -- - 


22. Noor Mohammad 


Advocatc 


Udalpur, District 
(Rajasthan ). 
Madras & Kerala , 


23. P .C . Kurian 


Advocate 


- - 


- - 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- - - 


- 


- 


- - - - - - - 


- 


- 


- - - - 
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24 . C . I, Venkatasubramanian 


Advocate 


Coimbatore District 


25. Pushkar Lal Juneja 


140 -Cross Cut Road , 
Coimbatore . 
F - 1, Şankar Market, 
Connaught Circus, 
New Delhi. 


Advocate 


Whole of India . 


26 . Jagan Nath 


Advocate 


Civil Line, 
Moga District, Ferozpur, 
Punjab . 


Ferozpur District 
with Headquarter 
at Moga also 
Authorised to praca 
tice in and through 
out FaridkotDis 
trict with Head 
quarters atMoga . 
Bhatinda District 


27 . Ramji Das Singhal 


Advocate 


28. Bal Krishan 


Advocate 


District Ganga 
nagar with Head 
quarters at Hanu 
margarh (Rajasthan ) 
Union Territory 
of Delhi. 


29. G .C , Verma 


Advocate 


30 . P .L . Gandhi 


Advocate 


Surat District. 


31. A .R . Malkani 


Advocate 


Whole of Gujarat 


32 . NC. Shah 


Gurdwara Street, 
Bhatinda, Punjab . 
Advocate , 
Hanumangarh Town , 
District Ganganagar , 
(Rajasthan ). 
Advocate -cum -Oath Commissioner, 
E - 12 , Green Park , 
New Delhi, 
Advocate , 
Opp: GandhiBagh , 
Surat . 
Advocate , 
BBZ - N -6 , GandhiDham , 
(Kutch ) . 
No. 1 , Burdwan Road , 
Tst Floor, 
Alipore , 
Calcutta - 27 . 
Clo M / s. King & Patridge , 
2nd Floor, 
Catholic Centre , 
Armenian St., 
Box No . 121 , 
Madras- 1. 
Clo M /s Gagrat & Co ., 
Alli Chambers , 
Negindas Master Road, 
Fort, 
Bombay - 1. 
13A /2 , Rajinder Nagar , 
New Delhi. 


Advocate , Calcutta 


Calcutta & New 
Delhi. 


33 . T. Ditip Singh 


Advocate Madras 


Whole of India , 


34. J.R . Gagrat 


Advocato, Bombay 


Whole of India . 


35 . BrijMohan Mehta 


Advocate, Now Delhi. 


Union Territory 
of Delhi. 


36. Surjit Singh Sood 


Advocate , Jullundur 


Jullundur ( Punjab ). 


23 , NetajiPark , 
Jullundul Cily , 
(Punjab ). 


37. Jagjit Singh Bains 


Advocats , Jullundur 


Jullund, ripojilo ), 


376 , L , Model Town , 
Jullundur City 
( Punjab ). 


38 . Punamchand Somchand Shah 


Advocate 


Gujarat. 


35 - Embessy Market , 
Near Dinesh Hall, 
Ashram Road, 
Ahmedabad . 


- G 


- - 


- - - 


- - - 
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39 . H . M . Bhagat 


- - - - 


- 


- - - 


- 


- - - 


- - 


- 


- 


- - 


Advocale & Solicitors 


Gujarat 


40 . H . V . Chatrapati 


Advocate & Solicitor 


Whole ofGujarat 


41. G .S . Vyas 


Advocate 


City of Almedabad . 


42 . Amar Singh 


Advocate 


Moga Distric 
Faridkot, Punjab 


43 . B . H . Antia 


Attorney & Advocate 


Whole of India 


- - - - - - - - - - 

Clo Ambhubhai & Diwanji Solicitors 
& Advocates, 
Industries House , 
Ashram Road , 
Ahmedabad -9 . 
C /o M /s. BhaiShankar Kanga Girdhari 
Lal Manakjiwadia Bldgs ., 
Bell Lanc , 
Fort, 
Bombay - 1 . 
und Clo M /s . BhaiShankar Kanga 
& Girdhari Lal, 
Gujarat Samachar Bhavan , 
Kharipur, 
Ahmedabad 
35 , Lavanyangar 
Jivaraj Park Road , 
Ellis Bridge , 
Ahmedabad - 7 
Jamiat Singh Road , 
Moga District , 
Faridkot, 
(Punjab ) . 
Clo M /s. Mulla & GriagmePlunt & 
Carotas , 
Solicitors & Notarics , 
Jchangir Wadie Bldgs .. 
31, Mahatma GandhiRoad , 
Bombay - 1 . 
Rugnath Building 
Town Hall , 
Rajkot 
(Gujarat ) 
Mansukh Niwas, 
Najri Chahipwad , 
Baroda- 6 . 
Nadiad District Kaira , 
Gujarat, 

C /o Malvi Rancho Das & Co., 
Solicitors & Advocates , 
Yusuf Bldgs., 
Mahatma GandhiRoad , 
Fort, 
Bombay - 1 , 
277, Saidan Gate , 
Jullundur, 
S - 401 , Greater Kailash , 
New Delhi-48 . 
E - 165, Narain Vihar, 
New Delhi- 20 . 


44 . B . P . Shukla 


Advocate 


Rajkot & Junagadh 
Pistrict. 


45. B .K . Shah 


Advocate 


Baroda 


46 . Ramesh J, Mehta 


Advocate 


Kaira Panchmal 
District . 
Maharashtra 


47. Vasant Lal D . 


Solicitor 


48 . Mohinder Singh 


Plcader 


Jullundur 


49 . Rajendra Kumar Bhatt 


Advocate 


50. Narain Praşad Goyal 


Advocate 


Union Territory 
of Delhi. 
Union Territory 
of Delhi, 
Calicut & Mala 
puram District, 


51, H , Hassan Koyu 


Advocate 


52 . Salil Kumar Ganguli 


Attorney at Law 


Calcutta 


Chalay param , 
Calicut, 
Kerala . 
50 , Ramtanu Bose Lane , 
Calcutta- 6 . 
M /s T. Banerjee & Co ., 
Solicitors & Advocates , 
" Temple Chamber 
No. 6 , Old Post Omce St., 
Calcutta , 


53. Palav Kumar Benerjee 


Solicitor & Advocate 


Calcutta 


- 


- 


- - 


- 


- - 


- 


- 


- - 


- 


- 


- 


- - 
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54 . M . Y . S . Menon 


Solicitor & Advocates 


Greator Bombay 


55. Brij Bhushan Gupta 


Advocate 


Ambala City 


36 . Raghubir Singh Khullar 


Advocate 


Chirwa Tehsil 


57. SalomatriGurbony 


Advocate 


Jaipur 


58 , Nand Kishore Pareck 


Advocate 


Jaipur 


59. Akhileshwar Das Badgal 


Advocate 


Jalpur 


60. D .R . Zaiwalla 


Solicitor & Advocate 


Whole of India 


61, Anthony Da Costa 


Advocate 


Whole of India 


M /s Majumdar & Co ., 
Ismall Building . 
381 , Or. D .N . Road , 
(Floor Fountain ), 
Bombay . 
KalalMajri, 
Ambala City 
Cirwa Tohsil, 
Rajasthan 
202 , Kanwar Nagar, 
Rajmal-ka- Talab , 
Jaipur, 
321, Nahargarh , 
Gopal Halwa ikiGali, 
Jalpur, 
Sharma Restarrant 
Johari Bazar, 
Jaipur. 
M /& D . R . Zaiwalla & Co ., 
Solicitors , 
Readymoney 
Mansion , 43 , 
Veer Nariman Road , 
Fort , 
Bombay . 
M /s Da Costa & Da Costa Advocates 
& Tax Consultants , 
21 / 12 , G . M .G , Road , 
Ist Floor, 
Bangalore -1. 
236 , Jaln Temple , Road , 
Gomesh Nagar, 
Hindwadi, 
Belgaum , 
Karnataka. 
M /s Khajten & Co . 
Solicitors & Advocates, 
Himalaya House , 
7th Floor, 
23 , Kasturba GandhiMarg , 
New Delhi, 
4624 / 1, Shivaji Road , 
N .R , Mohalla , 
Mysore - 7 . 
A - 36 , Defence Colony , 
New Delhi. 
Bihari Dham . 

C - 2B /70 , Teliya Bagh , 
Varanasi Cantt, (UP ) 
12 - Ismail Bldg ., 
381-Dr. Dadabhoy Naroji Road , 
Fort, 
Bombay- 1 . 
C /o Sh . Raghoram Verma, 
Advocate , 
Civil Court, 
Varanasi (UP) . 
D -50 /29, Qazipura, 
Kalan , 
Varanasi (UP ). 


62. Mrs . Sumati Arawind Patil 


Advocato 


Wholc of India 


63. T . M . Sen 


Attorney at Law 


Whole of India 


64. Mrs . N . Anasooya Bai 


Advocato 


Mysore City 


65. Padmanath Gangadhar Gokhale 


Advocate 


Whole of India 


66 . Ram Naresh LalGupta 


Advocate 


Varanasi (UP ) 


67. Samoon Asgarali Poonawala 


Advocate 


State of Mihirash 

tra 


68 . Awadesh Kumar Verma 


Advocate 


Varnasi (UP) 


69. Gulam Tahir 


Advocate 


Varanasi (UP) 


- 


- 


- 


- - 


- 


- 


- - 
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70 . T . K , Shanmuganandum 


Advocato 


Coimbatore 


8 /8 , Hauzur Road , 
Coimbatore -18 . 
37 , South Kumar Para Lane, 
Calcutta -42 . 


71 . Ramendra Kumar Roy 


Advocats 


Calcutta & 24 
Parganas . 


Advocate 


Kanpur & Delhi 


72 . Raghubir SabaiHitkarj 
73 . Om Prakash Jain 


Advocate 


Delhi 


74 . Bimal Kumar Banerjco 


Advocate 


Calcuttu & 24 
Parganas, 
Greator Bombay , 


75. Padamsi Danji Khona 


Advocate 


76 . M . A . Banatwala 


Advocate 


1 Whole of India 


Civil Courts , Kanpur 
A - 5- B / 126 -B , Janakpuri, 
New Delhi-58 . 
3 , Bankshall St., 
Calcutta -700001 
45 , Tamarind St. 
Fort, 
Bombay- 23 . 
M / s Banatwala & Co ., 
Advocate & Solicitor & Notary , 
34 - A , Birya House, 
265, Perian 
Nariman Street, 
Fort, 
Bombay -1 . 
Costa Poreira Bldg ., 
Sind Floor, 

Margoa Salecte, 
I Goa . 

H - 21, Kailash Colony, 
New Delhi, 


77 . Loo Bendict Volho 


Advocato 


Whole of Goa 


178 . Miss Jaswant Kaur 


Advocate 


Union Territory 

of Dolhi. 


79 . Eruch Jalagur Balsara 


Advocate 


Wholo of India , 


30. Bertram D Silva Shonoi 


Advocate 


Whole of State of 

Maharashtra 


81 . Rameshwar Dayal 


Advocate 


Jodhpur District 


82 . Dhul Chand 


Advocato 


Union Territory 
of Chandigarh , 


83, Ram Rattan Lekh 


Advocato 


Jullundur City 


M /s Payanc & Co ., 
Esplanade House , 
Woudey Road , 
Fort, 
Bombay- 1 . 
92 , Satman 
Cuffoe Parade, 
Bombay -400005 . 
88 , C . Shastri Nagar, 
Jodhpur, 
(Rajasthan) . 
Muktsar Distt. 
Faridkot, 
(Punjab ) 
ES- 553, Mohilla Awodoura , 
Jullundur City. 
Fazalbhoy Bldg., 
2nd Floor , 
43/ 57 , M . G , Road , 
Bombay- 1 . 
Oswalwara , 
Rajasthan , 
Banswara -327 001 . 
Maktanpura , 
Gulbarga , 
Karnataka , 
11 -Gyan Marg , 
Udaipur, 
Rajasthan . 
9 , Balenville Road , 
Darjcoling . 


84. M .I. Sothna 


Advocato 


Walkeshwar and 
Fort aroa of 
Bombay . 


85. Durga Shankar Dave 


Advocate 


Bandwara District 
( Rajasthan ). 


86. Murlidhar Rao 


Advocato 


District & City of 
Gulbarga . 


87 . Bhagwati Prasad Bhatt 


Advocate 


Udaipur 


88 , Janaklal Aggarwal 


Advocate 


Darjeeling 
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89 . K . C . Sidhiwa 


- : 


- 


- - - -- 


-- 


Whole of India 


Central Government 
Advocate 
Atvocate & Solicitor . 


90. Suraj Kumar Bhaskar 


Advocate 


Khetri Rajasthan 


91. DeviSacar Chopra 


Advocate 


City of Bombay 


92. Miss Manjula Sen 


Advocate & Solicitor 


Whole of Todia 


93. Debabrata Basu 


Advocate 


24 , Parganas with 
H . O . at Scaldha. 


94 . A . Syed Ali 


Advocate 


Whole of India 


95. G .C . Verma 


Advocato 


Jayadhe 


Branch Sectt., 
Bombay, 
Aayakar Bhavan Annexc , 
New Marine Lines , 
Bombay-400 020 . 
Khetrl District 
Jhunjhunu, 
Rajasthan . 
B - 3, Two Roses Pali Road , 
Bombay, 
33, Venus Cuffec Parade, 
Bombay. 
7 , Devanarain Das Lanc, 
Shyam Bazar, 
Calcutta . 
33 , Armenian St., 
Madras. 
Civil Courts, 
Jagadhri District, 
Ambala , 
(Haryana ), 
9 , Old Post Office Strect, 
Calcutta . 
10, Old Post Office Street , 
R . No. 110 , 
Calcutta . 
12 , Old Post Office Street, 
R . No. 110 , 
Calcutta , 
938 /II, Indira Nagar , 
Mysore , 
Karnataka . 
Sudcrshana 
Someshwarapuram 
Tumkur, 
Karnataka. 
Dal Bazar , 
Gwalior, 
M . P . 


96. Gajendra Nath Chakraborty 


Advocate 


Calcutta 


97. Aditíkumar Pramanick 


Advocate 


State of West 
Bengal 


98 . Indra Chand Sanoheti 


Advocate 


Calcutta 


99 . L . Mahalingappa 


Advocate 


Mysore City 


100 . K . Garudachar 


Advocate 


District & City of 
Tumkur, 
Karnataka . 


101. Trilok Chand Singhal 


Advocate 


Gwalior M .P . 


102 . Tribhuwan Agarwal 


Advocate 


Throughout the 
Town of Hanu 
mangan , Rajasthan . 
Hassan City of 
Karnataka, 


103. B . S . Chandresekhar 


Pleader 


104 . Jagram Singh 


Advocate 


District Jhunjhunu 


105. S .N .S .C . Javeria 


P . O , Hanumangarh , Town District 
Sriganganagar , 
Rajasthan . 
2694 , Agrahara 
St, Hassan Post Office , 
Karnataka - 573 201, 
Pili Kothi, 
Station Road , 
Rajasthan . 
Javeria Niwas, 
Mochiwara , 
Udaipur. 
Sh . Parshwanath Jain Colony, 
Subhash Bagh , 
Ajmer , 
Rajasthan , 
Advocate , 
Jail Road , 
Sitapur, U . P . 


Advocate 


Udaipur, Rajasthan 


106. M . C . Jain 


Advocate 


Ajmer, Rajasthan 


107. Ram Babu Srivastava 


Advocate 


Sitapur District 
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108 . K . Balakrishna 


Advocate 


Bangalore 


109 . Smt. Prem Lata Nigam 


Advocate 


Sitapur, U .P . 


110 . Surjit Singh Mehta 


Advocate 


Jagadhari. 


111. Chander Kumar Mchta 


Advocate 


Yamunanagar. 


112 . Jagdish Chandra Ghosh 


Advocate 


District Darjeeling 
with his HQ at 
Siliguri. 


No . 4 , 3rd Cross Road , 
4th Block , 
KPW Extension , 
Bangalore-20 . 
Sunder Bhawan , 
Naibasti, 

Sitapur- 261001, U . P . 
181 , Vishwakarma 
Nagar , Yamunanagar 
District Ambala , 
Haryana, 
212 - D , Model Town , 
Yamunanagar, 
Haryana. 
19 , Sarat Boso Road , 
(Hakimpara ), Siliguri- 734401 . 
District Darjecling, 
West Bengal. 
· Temple Chamber, 
(First Floor ), 
6 , Old Post Office , 
Street, Calcutta - 1. 
9 , Old Post Omco Street, 

Calcutta - 1. 
* 134 E /I, Mayur Vihar, 
Delhi-91 . 
J-4 /15 , Bajouri Garden , 
New Delhi- 27 . 
328, Guru Ramdas Nagar, 
LaxmiNagar, 
Delhi- 92 . 
D -83, Ashok Vihar-I, 
New Delhi-110052 


113 . Amarendra Nath Dawn 


Advocate 


Calcutta . 


114 . Raja Ram Basu Ray 


Advocate and Solicitors, State of West Bengal 


115 . Vinod Kent Verma 


Advocate 


Delhi, 


116 . Nand Lal Choudhry 


Advocate 


Union Territory 
of Dolbi, 
New Delhi. 


117 , Davendra Nath Mishra 


Advocate 


118 . Man Mohan Singh Sethi 


Advocate 


Union Territory 
of Delhi, 


119. Jagdish Lal Batra 


Myocate 


Delhi, 


572 , Jhecl Kurnaja , 
Delhi- 110031 . 


120. Rajvir Singh 


catc 


D -55/ 3, Main Road , 
North Ghonda , 
Delhi- 53. 


Delhi with HQ at 
Shahdara . 


121. Dhirendra H , Shah 


Advocate 


Whole of India 


Flat No. 16 , 
4th Floor , 
Marina House , 
Opp. Liberty Cinema, 
5 Sirvithaldas Thakorscy Marg , 
Bombay -20. 
Office : 33 , R .S . Sapre Marg, 
(Ricket Road ), 
Near Small Cause Courts, 
Kalbadevi , 
Bombay- 2. 
C /o King and Patridge, 
Advocate 
26 /1 , Lavelle Road , Bangalore- 1. 
1 , Prakash Flat 
8 , First Floor 
Besant Street, 
Santacruz (West), 
Koinbay-400054 . 


122 . B .S . Narasimhan 


Attorney at Law 


State of Karnataka 


123. S.K . Shetty 


Advocato 


Santacruz, & Fort 
area of Greater 
Bombay . 


- 


- 


- - - 


- - 


- 


- - 


- 


- 


-- 


-- - 


- 
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- 


- - 


- - 


- 


- - 


- - - - 
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124 . Markand C . Gandhi 


Advocate 


Greater Bombay 


123. Shiv Kumar Khanna 


Advocate 


Union of India . 


126 . Sukumar Ghosh 


Advocate 


24 , Parganas, 


127. Nand Gopal Khaitan 


Advocate 


Calcutta & Now 
Delhi, 


128. Prantosh Kumar Sen 


Advocate 


Calcutta & 
24 Parganas . 


C /o Markand Gandhi and Co ., 
Advocates & Solicitors , 
2nd Floor, 
Bhaggadaya , 
79 , Modows Strcot, 
Bagindas Master Road , 
Fort, 
Bombay -23. 
11, M .G . Road , 
Calcutta . 
"Kanakalay 
7A , Prince Anwar Shah Lane , 
(CIT Water Tank 
Opp Navina Cinema ) 
Calcutta -700003. 
C /o Khaiten & Co . 
1, Old Post Office St., 
Calcutta - 1. 
8 /2 K .S . Ray Road , 
R . No, 16 , 
(First Floor ), 
Calcutta - 700 001 . 
109/6 , Hazra Road , 
Calcutta - 26 . 
178, Western Wing , 
Tis Hazarı Court, 
Delhi- 54 . 
H . No. 338 , 
12th Main Road , 
6th Block , Rajaji Nagar, 
Bangalore -560010 . 
3543 /A , Risoldar Galli, 
· Belgaum - 590002 . 
Clo M /s King & Patridge, 
Adyocato , 
2nd Floor , 
Catholic Centre , 
64 , Armenian St., 
P , B , No , 121 , 
Madras- 1 . 


129 . Krishna Nand Mishra 


Advocate 


24 Parganas . 


130 . Triloki Sharan Upadhyay 


Advocate 


Noida Complex, 
(Ghaziabad ) 
Distt, U . P . 
Brichur & Banga 
lore . 


131 . Shettar Sangameshwar 


Advocate 


132 . B .S . Chougule 


Advocate 


Belgaum 


133. Sundaram Ramasubramanian 


Advocate 


Tamil Nadu . 


134. Bam Niranjan Jhunjhunwala 


Advocate 


Whole of India 


8 /2 , Mandeville Gardens , 
Calcutta -700019 , 


135 . Deb Kumar Sinha 


Advocato 


West Bengal 


136 . K .V. Sheshadri 


Advocate 


Mandya City . 


137. Virendra Singh Badhwar 


Advocate 


Alvar 


18 , Ritchie Road , 
Calcutta -700010 . 
1208 , Ashoka Nagar , 
Mahila Samaj Road , 
Mandya - 571 401. 
Karnataka 
32- B , Manu Marg , 
Alwar , 
Rajasthan , 
Near Malik Hospital, 
Palaşmand Road , 
Hissar , 
2 Kh ., 6 Pratap Nagar , 
Alwar, 
Rajasthan. 


138. Rishikesh Aggarwal 


Advocate 


Hissar 


139. Ram Krishan Satya 


Advocate 


Alwar 


- 
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140 . RV, Bhokare 


- - - - - - 


- - - - 


- - - 


- - - 


Advocate 


Pune 


141. Chandrakant Mohan Lal Chhajed 


Alvocate 


Whole of India . 


142 . Jagdish Prasad Mathur 


A . Tvocate 


Jaipur. 


- - - - - - - 
1284 , Kasba Peth , 
Pune-411011. 
52 , Bopadi, 
Pune . 
Plot No . C -248 , 
Dayanand Marg , 
Tilak Nagar , 
Jaipur, 
Rajasthan , 
14, SchemeNo. 1 
Alwar , 
Rajasthan , 
B -43 , H . A . 

H . A . Coloney , Pimpri 
Pune-411 018 , 
* Tarangam 
23, Bhosale Nagar, 
Pune-411 007. 


143. Bunwari Lal Gupta 


Advocate 


Alwar 


144 . B , S . Shaikh 


Advocate 


Puno . 


145. Smt. Jayshree Vijayraq Mohite 


Advocate 


Pune . 


Advocate 


Nahar 


Advocate 


Udaipur 


Advocate 


Ahmedabad . 


Advocate 


Mulund West 


Solicitor 


Greater Bombay 


146 . Hanuman Singh Beniwal 

Clo M /s. Amir Singh Ram Swaroop , 
Timber, Merchants , 
P . O . Bhadra , 
Distt, Sriganganagar, 

Rajasthan - 333 501, 
147. Radhayshyam Jindal 

P . No. 44 , Road No. 5 , 
Ashoka Nagar , 
Udaipur, 

Rajasthan -313 001 . 
148 . Ramesh Chandra Rati Lal Shah 5 , Ajantha Commercial Centro, 

Ilnd Floor, 
Ashram Road , 

Ahmedabad - 380 014 . 
149 . M , N . Deshmukh 

Deshmukhwadi, 
P . K , Road , 
Mulund , 

Bombay -400 080 . 
150 . Vinod J. Paymaster 

131, Bucna Vista , 
Gen , J. Bhosa lo Marg , 

Bombay -400 0 1 . 
131. Kum . KiranmayiHarshadray Mehta Kiran Mahal Fategunj, 

Baroda- 390 002. 
152. Mahendra Vyas 

Aradhana Palace Road , 

Baroda - 390 001. 
153 . S . Y . Roge 

State Bank Bldg., 
N . O . N . Vaidya Marg , 

Bombay - 23 . 
154 . Visanji R . Bheda 

DBZ - S - 51 , Gandhidhan , 

Kutch - 370 021. 
155. Amal Krishna Dutt 

Temple Chambers , 
Ist Floor , 
R . No. 39 , 
Old Post Office Street, 

Calcutta -700 001 . 
156 . A . N .Ganguli 

1 -Old Post Offico Street , 
Pync & Pyne, 
Ist Floor, 
R . No. 7 , 

Calcutta - 700 001. 
- - - - - - - - - - - - 


Advocate 


Fategunj, Baroda 


Advocate 


Baroda 


Advocate 


Bombay 


Advocate 


Kutch 


Advocate & Solicitors 


Calcutta 


Advocate 


Calcutta 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- - - 


- 
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157 . Shanker Prasad Varma 


Advocate 


Muzaffarpur. 


158 . Prabha Kant Chaudhary 


Advocate 


Darbhanga. 


159 . RajKumar Khattry 


Advocate 


Cilatta 


160. Narayan Chandra De 


Advocate 


Calcutta . 


161. Pandit Rao Mahagaonkar 


Advocate 


Gulbarga . 


162 . KowalKrishan Sharma 


Advocate 


Muktesar, 


163. Amrit Lal Bajaj 


Advocate 


Jalandhar . 


Moh -Damuchak Muzaffarpur, 
Bihat. 
Balbhadrapur, 
P . O . Laheria Sarai , 
Bihar-846 001. 
118 , Mahatma Gandhi Road , 
Calcutta - 7 . 
128 / C , Narkel Danga Rly. Colony, 
Calcutta . 
H . No. 1- 14 / 3 , 
Near Dr, Manthalkar s Eye Hospital 
Station Court Road , 
Gulbarga -583 102 . 
Muktesar, 
Distt. Faridkot, 
Punjab . 
E -G -933 , Gobind Garh , 
Jalandhar City , 
Punjab . Souts 
Virajpet , South 
Kodagu , 
Karnataka, Pin 571 218 . 
Moh -Pandia 
Distt. Ferozpur, 
Punjab - 142 047. 
C /o ShriD . C . Khanna , 
Advocate , 
Jauri Bhattian Road , 
Patiala , 
Punjab . 
415 , Shanwar Peth , 
Pune-411 030 . 
7 - B , Kakad Niketan , 
Derasar Lane, 
Ghat Kopar, 
Bombay- 77 . 


164 . Abdul Hafiz Khan 


Advocate 


Kodagu 


165. SodhiRamnik Singh 


Advocate 


Zira 


166 . Mrs . Primla 


Advocate 


Patiala . 


167. Ramesh Abaji Wagholikar 


Advocate 


Whole of India 


168 . Pratap D . Gandht 


Advocate 


State of Maha 
ashtra , Gujarat 
Karnataka , Andhra 
Pradesh , Goa & 
U . T . of Delhi. 
Whole of India . 


169 . Mahendra K , Gholani 


· Advocate 


170 . B . Mohan Krishna 


Advocate 


GunturDistrict 


Advocate 


171. Mrs. JyothiDharmadhikari 


Nagpur. 


172 , N . Raja 


Advocate 


Greater Bombay 


101- A , Paradise Apartments , 
44 - A , L . Jagmohan Marg , 
Bombay- 36 . 
2 /4 , Arundel pet 
Guntur - 2 ( A . P .) 
85 , Canal Road , 
Ramdas Road , 
Nagpur- 440 010 . 
*Zaver Vihar 
2 / 18 , K . A . Subramaniam Road , 
Matunga , 
Bombay - 400 019 . 
Old 262 /New 10 / 12 / 104 , 
Siva Tsdik Bhawan , 
Mol -Rajkot City , 
P . O . Ayodhya , 
Distt. Faizabad , U . P . 
14 - B , Sunder Mahal, 
Ist Floor 141, 
Marine Drive , 
Bombay - 400 020 . 


173. Parmatma Sarao Pandeyan 


Advocate 


Faizabad U . P . 


Advocate 


174. Ramesh P . Makhlja 


Wholc of India 
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175 . B . Seshagiri Rao 


Advocate 


Prakasam District 


Opp. Nagz Theater , 
Chirala ( A .P .)-523155 


176 . NB. Agarwal 


Advocate 


Kirkçe Pune 


177 ..Miss Subedita I. Shah 


489 / 3 , Old Bazar, 
Kirkee , Pune-411 003. 
PWD Building , 
Ground Floor , 
Opp. c . T . O . 
Bombay -400032 . 


Advocate 


Greater Bombay 


178 . Mohinder Pal Singh 


Advocate 


Jagraon Tehsil 


179. G.D . Datiya 


Advocate 


Delhi 


18 ) . Parminder Si..gh Uppal 


Advocate 


U . T . of Delhi or 
any part thoroof. 
West Delhi, 


181. Pratap Singh Bhardwaj 


Advocate 


182 . G . S . Abrol 


Advocate 


Rajinder Nagar. 


3123 , Mohalla Telan, 
Near Subhas Gate, 
Jagrapa - 142 026 
Distt . Ludhiana . 
1/ 12 , Roop Nagar , 
Delhi. 
G - 165, Naraina Vihar , 
New Delhi- 28 . 
R /o Vill, PO . Bijwasan , 
New Delhi-61 . 
Flat No . 380 , 
WZ - 152 , Mandiwali, Gall 
Chand Nagar , 
New Delhi- 110018 . 
C , 2/92 , B .MIG Flat, 
Lawrence Road , 
Delhi, 
C - 78 , Neeti Bagh 
New Delhi- 110049 . 
6 /5771, New Chandrawal, 
Jawahar Nagar, 
Delhi- 110007. 
C -4 /145, Safdarjung DevelopmontArea , 
Opp Hauz Khas, 
New Delhi- 110 016 


183. Satya Pal 


Advocate 


U . T . of Delhi 


184 . Mrs. Nirmal Singh 


Advocate 


New Delhi. 


185. Rameshwar Dutt 


Advocate 


U . T . of Delhi. 


186 . Janeshwar Das Jain 


Advocate 


Hauz Khas Area , 
Safdarjung Deve 
lopment Area , 
Niti Bagh , Gul 
mohar Park , 
Vasant Vihar , 
Panchsheel & 
Supreme Court of 
India . 
U . T . of Delhiand 
Bombay. 


187. Suresh Kumar Agarwal 


Advocate 


188 . Iqbal Singh 


Advocate 


RaiSingh Nagar , 


189 . G . L . Nanda 


Advocate 


Ajmer 


4312, Gali Bahuji, 

Bahadurgarh Road , 
Delhi-6 . 
RaiSingh Nagar, 
Distt . Sriganganagar 
Rajasthan . 
Vishnu Kripa , 
Kundan Nagar, 
Ajmer , 
Rajasthan - 305 001. 
Station Road , 
Chirawa, 
(Jhunjhunu), 
Rajasthan- 333 024 . 
302, Sharma Buildings, 
Ramganj, 
Anan Mandi, 
Jaipur- 302 003. 


190 . Sher Singh Kulhar 


Advocato 


Chirawa 


191. Syed Aijaz Ahmed Naqvi 


Advocate 


Rajasthan 


629 GI/ 93 - 4 
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192 . Kailash Chandra Sogani 


Advocate 


Afmer 


193. Vikramjit Singh Vishnoi 


Advocate 


Bikaner. 


194. Karan Singh Kothari 


Advocate 


Udaipur. 


21, Parshwanath Colony, 
Ajmer . 
Shital Bhawan , 
Near Sadul Sports , 
School, Gajner Road , 
Bikaner- 334 001. 
432 , Bhupalpura 
Udaipur, 
Rajasthan 313 001. 
32 , Mount Road , 
Jagdish Colony , 
Opp . Ramgarh Town , 
Jaipụ1- 302002. 
Mahatma GandhiRoad, 
Siliguri, West Bengal 


195. Anand Behari Lal 


Advocate 


Jaipur 


196 . S .L . Agarwalla 


Advocate 


Sub - Division of 
Siliguri, Darjeel 
ing District. 
Hanumangarh . 


197 . Neh Singh 


Advocate 


Hanumangarh 
Jun . Distt. 
Sriganganagar , 
Rajastan . 
1 / 1B , Roy Lane, 
Calcutta . 


198 . Anil Kumar Sharma 


Advocate 


Burrabazar, Jora 
sanko & Jorabagan 
areas of Calcutta . 


199 . Ramesh Chandra Agrawal 


Advocate 


Jaipur. 


Near Nahargarh Road 
430 , Chandpolo Bazar , 
Jaipur- 1. 
44 , Milanpalli Deshpriya Nagar 
Calcutta - 56 . 


200 . Dilip Kumar Majumdar 


Advocate 


In Sealdah & City 
Civil Courts , 

Calcutta . 
Bikaner 


Advocate 


Advocato 


Chhachbrauili , 
Нагуапа. 


Advocato 


Kaithal Haryana . 


Advocate 


Chhatarulr, M . P . 


Advocate 


Ernakulam 


201 . Shankarlal Gahlot 

Gangashahr Road , 

Bikaner- 334 001. 
202. Naresh Chand Mittal 

57 Devi Bhawan Bazar 
Jagadhri Pin : 135 003 . 

Haryana , 
203. Surinder Pal Sharma 

134 /13 , Railway Road , 
Kaithal, 

Haryana . 
204 . NihalAhmad , Siddiqui 

H , No, 53, 
Behind State Bank of India , 
Chhatarpur , 

M . P , 471001. 
205. Smt. K . Radhamani Amma 

Rachika Amullja 
Near Madhava Pharmacy In . 

Cochin - 682018 
206 . Jariwala Asgharali Abdulhusaini Off : 44A , Nesbit Road , 

Mazagąum , 

Bombay400010 
207 , Arjan Narayan Khurpo 

680 , Jaboot Street 

Pune- 1 . 
208 . Promode J. Dalal 

Dovraj, E -3 /3 
S. V . Road (West ) 

Bombay-400 062 . 
209 . Miss Shobha Madhaydas Chhabria S. V. Chhabria & Co., 

Pantaky Holi , 
2nd floor , 
Maruti Cross Lanc , 
Near Handloom House , 
Fort, 
Bombay -1 . 


Advocate 


Stato of Maharashtra 


Advocate 


Pung 


Advocate 


State of 
Maharashtra 


Adyocate 


Bombay 
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210 . Vinayak Ramchandra Vaze 


Advocate 


Pune City , 


211. Kazi Dadasahab Husainasahdi 


Advocate 


Belgaum District 


212 . S . A Bholwal 


Advocate 


Whole of India 


213. Gurnam Singh 


Advocate 


Jagadhari Ambala 
Cantt. 


214 . M .C , Chaturvedi 


Advocate 


Sitapur, 


215 . H .S . Renuka Prasad 


Advocate 


Bangalore City and 
Rural District . 


216 . Lt. Col. Charanjit Singh (Retd.) 


Advocate 


Jalandhar City , 
Punjab 


217. Ram Chandra Shankar Purandare 


Advocato 


Throughout Punc. 


218. Navnltrai H . Boghapi 


1204 /11, Vivek Gholc Road 
Poona -411 001, 
Aran 
Girnar Colony. 
Hindwadi, 
Belgaum -590001 
Karnataka , 
Off : 218 /220 Vardhaman , 
Chambers, 
Ilnd Floor, Cowasji 
Patol Steet, 
Fort, Bombay - 1 
Res : E - 3 /0 1 
Scctor- 1 Washi, 
New Bombay - 400 703 . 
Civil Courts, 
Near B . D . O . Ofice . 
Jagadhari, 
Haryana , 
78, Lohar Bagh , 
Sitapur, U . P . 
64, Tgt Main Road , 
Lower Palace Orchards, 
Bangalore. 
118 , New Jawahar Nagar, 
Jallandhar City , 
(Punjab ). 
815 , Raviwar Peth , 
Pune , 
Maharashtra . 
43/1304 , Adarsh Nagar , 
Worli , 
Bombay , 
7791/ 4 , Nadi Mohalla , 
Ambala City 
Haryana . 
Via G .P .O , Pusana 
Tehsil Budhana , 
Distt . Muzaffarnagar, (UP ) 

Vill & P . O . Behror, 
Distt. Alwar, 
Rajasthan . 
15 . Govind Nagar, 
Saket Colony, 
Shahganj, 
Agra (UP) 
NC- 24 / 27 , Old Railway Roal, 
Jallandhar, 
Punjab. 
Alalband Distt . 
Bharatpur, 
Rajasthan . 
566 , Sadar Bazar, 
Muktsar , 
Punjab . 
Kishangarh , 
Fort , 
Vill . & P . O . Kishangarh Bass, 
Distt. A ]war, 
Rajasthan , 


Advocato 


Bombay 


219. Remeshwar Dass Ahluwalja 


Advocate 


Ambala City , 
Haryana. 


220 . Suresh Kumar Sharma 


Advocate 


Budhana Muza 
ffarnagar U . P . 


221, Baghubir Singh 


Advocate 


Behror Distt. Alwar 
Rajasthan . 


222. Harl Dutt Sharma 


Advocate 


Agra , U .P . 


223 , Ram Prashad Nayar 


Advocate 


Jallandhar, Punjab 


224, Shiv Charan Singh 


Advocate 


Bharatpur, Rajsthan 


225. Inder Paul Bansal 


Advocate 


Muktsar, Punjab 


226 . Man Singh Naraka 


Advocate 


Kishangarh , Bass 
Distt. Alwar, 
Rajasthan , 


- 


- 


- 
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227 . Rajwant Raj Wadhawan 


Advocate 


Jalandhar, Punjab 


228 . S . R . Khurana 


Advocate 


Jalandhar , Punjab 


229 . N . R . Basantani 


Advocate 


Kanpur, U .P . 


230 . M .P . Mishra 


Advocate 


Varanasi, U .P . 


231. J.K . Jagiasi 


Advocate 


Bombay 


232. Madanlal Agarwala 


R /o 12 /3, Preet Nagar, 
Ladewall Road , 
Jalandhar. 
H . No. 229 , 
P . O , Dakoha , 
Jalandhar, 
Punjab 
11 - W (Mahesh Bharam ) 
Near State Bank of Jubi, 
Gaushalla , 
Kanpur, U . P . 
Bansi, 
P . O . Jansoki- Marai 
Distt. Varanasi,(U . P.) 
Aradhana- C -Flat No. 504, 
Sth Floor, 
Near Bombay Dyeing Spinning Mills , 
G . D . Ambedkar Road , 
Bhojwada Dadar , 
Bombay - 14 . 
Keranitora , 
P . O . & District Midnapore , 
West Bengal 
17, Harisava Road, 
Barrackpore , 
Anandpuri Distt . 
North , 24 Parganas, 
West Bengal. 
R /O 191, Sector-4 - R , 
Faridabad , 
Haryana. 
R /o 3875, K .G . B .-Ka-Rasta , 
Johari Bazar , 
Jaipur, 
Rajasthan . 
R /o Saifoc Society Near Shardaben 

Hospital, 
Saraspur, 
Ahmedabad , 
Gujarat , 
R /O 5, Bharat Colony Stadium Road , 
Ahmedabad - 9. 


Advocate 


Midnapore District 
Town, West Bengal 


233. Syama Prasad Sen 


Advocato 


Alipore, Civil 
Courts Calcutta . 


234 . Tek Chand Kaushih 


Advocate 


Faridabad District 


235 . Nath Mal Sharma 


Advocate 


Jaipur, Rajasthan 


236 . K .N . Valikarimwala 


Advocate 


Ahmedabad , 
Gujarat Stato. 


237. Vasant J. Desai 


Advocate 


Gujarat Stato 


238 . Jawahar Lal Bansilal Dugad 


Near Nigdi Bus Stop , 
Nigdi Pune- 44 . 


Advocate 


Poona & Piipari 
Chinchwed , 
Maharashtra . 
Jhansi 


239. Om Prakash Gupta 


Advocate 


240 . Ahmed K , Hirani 


Advocatc 


Greater Bombay 


241. Uday N . Ghosh 


B / o Warrenganj, 
Sipri Bazar , 
Jhansi (UP) 
Ismail Bldgs ., 
381, Dr. D . N . Road , 
Flora Fountain , 
Bombay , 
HUDCO Housing Estate , 
95 , Bidhan Nagar Road , 
Block No, 13 , 
Flat No . 171 , 
Ist Floor, 
Calcutta -54. 
61, Ballygunj Place , 
Calcutta . 


Advocate 


24 , Parganas 
West Bengal. 


242 . Jayanta Sengupta 


Advocate 


Park Circus Chow 
Tinghee Park 
Street , Calcutta, 
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243. Sadhan S . Roy 


Advocate 


Southern Calcutta . 


244. Sanjeev Kanchan 


31- B - Rash 
Bchari Avenue, 
Calcutta - 28 . 
4 , Milan Bldg , 
189 /93 , Bazar Gate Street, 
Periman Nariman Street , 
Fort, 
Bombay . 


Advocato 


Perin Nariman St. 
Fort, Bombay 


245. Smt. Ratan Nagori 


Advocate 


Udaipur Rajasthai 


166 , Bapu Bazar , 
Udalpur , 
Rajasthan . 


246 . Ved Prakash Nahar 


Advocato 


106 - D , Pocket IV 
Mayur Vihar , 
Delhi- 110091. 


Mayur Vihar 
Delhi- 91 . 


247. Miss Veena Bakshi 


Advocate 


Delhi & Distt. 
Courts, Delhi. 


248. N .R .S . Tyer 


Advocate 


Greater Bombay 


249. Pratap Singh Dahiya 


Advocate 


Sone Pat Haryana 


250 . C . Shivabasappa 


Advocate 


Mysoro , Karnataka 


251 , Rajendra Singh 


Advocato 


Sriganganagar 
Rajasthan . 


252. Ashok Kumar Basu 


Advocate 


Siliguri 
Wost Bengal 


253. Vaidya Dhar Bhargava 


H . No . 250 , 
Ward No . 2 , 
Mchrauli, 
New Delhi, 
10 , Omar Manzil 
Kalina Church , 
Bombay - 29 . 
Rohtak Road, - 
Near Suri Potro ] Pump, 
Soncpat, 
Haryana. 
Kalyan Bhavan 
Thyagaraja Road , 
Mysore , 
Karnataka . 
18 D , Block , 
Sriganganagar , 
Rajasthan. 
Kallol Club Bldg., 
Raja Ram Mohan Roy Road , 
Hakim Pura , 
Siliguri ( W . B .) 
AMC No. 2/ 282 , Ram Bhavan , 
Shyam Gali, Hathi- Bahata , 
Ajmer . 
P .O , Danta , Ramgarh , 
Distt. Sikar, 
Rajasthan . 
Mandi Dabwali , 
Sirsa , Haryana. 
443, Cloth Market Vishnu Bazar, 
Delhi. 
2 - A , H . P . L . Staff Colony , 
New Delhi. 
Plot No. 476 /2 , 
Sector 29 , 
Gandhinagar, 
Gujarat. 
Fine Mansion , 
3rd Floor, 203 , L .N , Road , 
Fort , Bombay -23 . 
4 - 1- 70 , Ashoka Road , 
Raichur- 1, Karnataka . 
7A / 11, W . E . A ., Karol Bagh , 
New Delhi. 


Advocato 


Ajmer , 
Rajasthan , 


254 . Vinod Kumar Mahlavat 


Advocate 


255. Ram Sarup Mehta 


Advocato 


Danta Ramgarh 
District Sikar 

(Raj.) 
Dabwali, Sirsa, 
Haryana . 
Delhi. 


236 . V.K . Aggarwal 


Advocate 


257. Mrs, Manju Bhatnagar 


Advocato 


Dolbi, 


258 . Allarkh M . Shaikh 


Advocate 


Gandhinagar 
Mehshana & 
Ahmedabad 


259. C .H . Acharya 


Advocate 


Greater Bombay 


260 . Falyazuddin 


Advocate 


Raichur, 
Karnataka. 
Delhi. 


261. Gurdev Singh Sur 


Advocate 
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262 . Bhim Singh Indora 


Advocate 


Delhi 


263. Satpal Singh Sodhi 


Advocate 


Jullundhar Punjab . 


264 . Parshri Kuniar Nagri 


Advocate 


Nimbahera 
Rajasthan . 


265 . Dalbir Singh Punia 


Advocate 


Kaithal, Haryana . 


266 . N . Koteswar Rao 


Advocate 


RZ - 36 , Palam Enclave , 
New Delhi- 45 , 

8, Schdev Market , 
Opp . P & T Colony , 
Jullundhar , 
C /O R . C . Purohit , 
Dev . Office , LIC 
31, Adarsh Colony, 
Nimbahera (Raj.) 
H . No. 313 (1)/74 , 
Adarsh Nagar , 
Kaithal, Haryana. 
Sindhanur, 
Raichur, District, 
Karnataka . 
Gangawati, 
Raichur District , 
Karnataka . 
PO Hindan , 
Distt . Swai Madhopur , 
Rajasthan . 
Mohalla Sarai, 
Murtaza Khan , Khurja , 
Distt. Bullendshahar (U . P .) 
H . No. 373 - A /649 , 
Ram Nagar, 
(Kirana Mandi), 
Ghaziabad, U . P . 
Sub -Tehsil Malout 
Faridkot (Punjab ), 


267. D .A . Halasmudra 


Advocate 


268. Ajmer Singh Kaushih 


Advocato 


Sindhanur, 
Raichur , 
District . 
Throughout 
Gangawat) & 
Raichur, District. 
Hijndan , Swai 
Madhopur, 
Rajasthan , 
Khurja Tehsil , 
Bullandshahar, 
(UP). 
Ghaziabad , U . P . 


269. Mohd . Tqbal Khan 


Advocate 


270 . Anil Kumar Sharma 


Advocate 


271 . Krishan Lal Grover 


Advocate 


Sub - Tehsil 
Malout and 
Rambi, Faridkot, 
(Punjab ). 
Jalpur 
Rajasthan . 


272 . Mali Ram Aggarwal 


Advocate 


273. K .G . Rajpal 


Advocate 


Bangalore. 


274 . T. S . Nandimath 


Advocate 


Gokah Taluka , 
Belgaum , 
Karnataka. 
Ghaziabad , U .P . 


275. Kailash Prakash 


Advocate 


Vidyadhar Ka Rasta , 
Opp . Mahantji Ki Haveli, 
H . No. 706, Jaipur. 
10 , R . R , Road , 
Fort, Bangalore. 
Guruwarpeth , 
Gokak , Taluka, Belgaum , 
Karnataka , 
113 , Dasna Gali, 
Near Police Chowki, 
Ghaziabad , U .P. 
New Christian Colony, 
Near Civil Hospital, 
Jagadari. 
Resident of Gangawati , 
Distt . Raichur, Karnataka . 
4727, Mohalla Bhogian , 
Jagtayon , Distt., 
Ludhiana ( Punjab ), 


276 . Hukum Chand Mittal 


Advocate 


Jagadhari, 
Haryana . 


277, M , Pampangouda 


Advocate 


Raichur, Distt., 
Karnataka. 


278 , Bikranı Chander 


Advocate 


Jugrauon , 
District 
Ludhiana 
(Punjab ) . 
Fatehpur, 
Rajasthan . 


279. Naryan Ram 


Advocats 


Ward No . 24 , 
Ncar Chotian Woll, 
P .O . Fatehpur , Shehhawati , 
Distt. Sihar, Rajasthan , 
21, Tilah Marg., 
Rishikesh (UP). 


280 . Rakesh Kumar Varshney 


Advocate 


Rishikesh , U . P . 
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281 . Rajecv Kumar Varshney 


Advocate 


Aligarh , U . P . 


282 . Rudra Narayan Jha 


Advocate 


Bhagalpur Distt. 
(Bihar). 


Advocate 


Girdhi Distt. 


283. Phani Bhushan Patnaih 


284 . K .L. Singhal 


Adyocate 


Union Territory 
of Delhi. 
Jhunjhunu, 
(Rajasthan ). 


285. Data Ram Singh 


Advocate 


286 . Tarun Mehta 


Advocate 


287 . P .B . Sugumar 


Advocate 


Ambala Cantt., 
Haryana 
Tambaram , 
Madras. 
Belgaum Distt., 
Karnataka . 


288 , 


A .N , Patil 


Advocate 


289 . Dalip Kumar Bhattacharya 


Adyocate 


Kalighat, 
( Calcutta ). 
Nawanshahar, 
(Punjab ). 


290 . Ekam Singh 


Advocate 


291. Ashok Kumar 


Advocate 


A ligarh , U .P . 


- - - 
Ramghat Road , 
Vishnupur, Aligarh , U . P . 
Ishak - Chak , 
Ncar Water Tower, 
Distt. Bhagalpur, (Bihar). 
Rajpur Mohalla , 
Arga -Ghat, Distt Girdhi, 
(Bihar ) . 
11, Ram Nagar , 
New Delbl-55 . 
Via Alipur, 
Distt. Jhunjhunu , 
(Rajasthan ), 
6047 , Jamna Dass Bldg ., 
Ambala Cantt , Haryana. 
48 , New State Bank Colony , 
Tambaram , Madras. 
236 , Jain Temple Road , 
Hindwadi, Belgaum , 
Karnataka. 
109, Kallghat Road , 
Calcutta - 700026 . 
Vill. & P . O . Alachaur , 
Tehsil Nawanshahar, 
Jallandhar (Punjab ). 
Behari Mandi Street, 
Sarai Kutub , Aligarh , U . P . 
Kaithal-132 027 , 
Distt . Kurukshetra , 
Haryana . 
K - 23 , Neeti Nagar, 
Sector- 23, Raj Nagar, 
Ghaziabad . 
27 , Sewak Colony, 
Patiala (Punjab). 
Ramanpur, 
Tehshil Hathras, 
Distt. Aligarh , U .P . 
Chamber No. 34 , 
Distt. Courts , 
Kiurukshotra , (Haryana ). 
1 -B - 34, Talwandi (SFS) Kota , 
Rajasthan 
Res : 1187, 5th Block , 
Rajaji Nagar, 
Bangalore , 
Off : R , No . 50 , 2nd Floor , 
Pamadi Mension , Avenue Road , 
Bangalore -560 002. 
Suryaraopet, 
Vishnuvardhan Rao Street , 
Andhra Pradesh , 
87/ C , New Mandi Mujaffar Nagar, 
U . P . 
Old Post Office Street , 
Railway Road , Rohtak , 


292 . Jogi Ram Gupta 


Advocate 


Kaithal, 
Haryana . 


293. Ramesh Kumar Mehta 


Advocate 


Ghaziabad , U .P . 


294 . Ram Singh Saluja 


Advocate 


Patiala . (Punjab ) 


295 . Bhagwati Prasad " Paurush " 


Advocate 


Hathras- Aligarh , 
U . P . 


296 . Subhash Sharma 


Alyocate 


Kurukshetra , 
(Haryana ). 


297. S . K . Saxena 


Advocate 


Kota , (Rajasthan ) 


298. G .S. Donki 


Advocate 


Bangalore , 
Karnataka. 


299 . C . Sripathi Rao 


Advocate 


Vijayawad , A . P . 


300 . Smt. Urmila Sharma 


Advocate 


Mujaffar Nagar, 
2 . P . 
Rohtak , 
Haryana. 


301 . Pawan Kumar Jain 


Advocate 
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302 . Swaraj:Mohan Dhar 


Advocate 


Jalpaiguri, 
(West Bengal ) 


303. P.J. Koshy 


Advocate 


New Delhi, 


304 . Rabindra Nath Maiti 


Advocate 


Alipur-Duar Court, 
P .O , Alipur , 
Jalpaiguri (W . B .). 
Off , : Chamber No. 66 , 
New Courts , Patiala House , 
New Delhi. 
Res : VV - 214, 
Vishaka Enclave, Pitampura , 
New Delhi- 4 . 
44 /3 , Mahatma Gandhi Road , 
Calcutta -9 . 
Mohalla Srimalon 
Jhunjhunu (Raj.) 
Near Police Control Room , 
Alwar , Rajasthan , 
56 , Central Market Building, 
Bhavanthi Street, 
Mangalore -575 001. 
Holonrassipur 
Hassan District, 
Karnataka . 


305 . Vcer Bahadur Jain 


Advocate 


Calcutta , 
West Bengal 
Jhunjhunu, 

Rajasthan . 
Alwar, 
Rajasthan , 
Mangalore City , 
Karnataka . 


306 . Jitendra Kumar Gupta 


Advocate 


307. Keshav Baloor 


Advocate 


308 . K . P . Krishnamurthy 


Advocate 


Holenrassipur, 
Karnataka, 


309 . Smt. Hemlata P . Harot 


17 , Indira Park Sattelite Road , 
Ahmedabad . 


Advocate 


Abmodabad , 
Gujarat. 
Agra, U . P . 


310. Rajinder Kumar Aggarwal 


Advocate 


4 , M . G . Road , 
Upper Storey , Photo Emporium , 
Agra- 282 002 (UP ), 
C / o SethiNiwas , 
3 / 148 , Subash Nagar, 
New Delhi. 


311 . Baijnath Dhar 


Advocate 


Delhi, 


312 . Chandra Bhan Arya 


Advocate 


DIA - 126 , 
Janakpuri, New Delhi. 


Delhi 


313. Vasudeo Singh Tomar 


Advocate 


Gwalior, M .P . 


314 . Anil Kumar Sharma 


Advocate 


Merut, U . P . 


Tajender Nath 
Dal Bazar, Gwalior, M . P . 
Opposite Election Office , 
Collectorate Compound , 
Meerut, U . P . 
2 , Anda Sagar , 
Link Road , Ajmer , 
Rajasthan , 


315. Satyanarain Aggarwal 


Advocate 


Ajmer , 
Rajasthan , 


316 . Brij Bhushan Lal Goel 


Advocate 


Decs , 


Rajasthan . 
Maharashtra 


317. CJ. Motwani 


Advocate 


318 . K . C . Kaushik 


Deeg , Distt. 
Bharatpur, Rajasthan . 
Building No. 102 / 3535 , 
Nehru Nagar, 
Kurla East , Bombay -24 . 
605 , Kanchanjunga Apartment, 
Kaushambhi, Ghaziabad , 
(UP) . 
Manisha Housing Society, 
3/ 5 , 1st Floor, 
New Pandit Colony, 
Nasih -422 002. 


Advocate 


Ghaziabad , U . P . 


319. Gangadhar Narayan Shinde 


Advocate 


Nasik , 
Maharashtra . 


320 , M ,I, Hava 


Advocate 


Ahmedabad , 
Gujarat . 


2nd Floor, 
Swastic Centre 30 - B , 
Swastic Society , 
Narrangpura , Ahmedabad -380 009. 


TT 11 - 
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= - - - - - - - - --- - 


989 


- - -- -- - - - = - 


im 


- - - - -- 


- - 


321 . P . M . Pradhan 


Bombay , 
Maharashtra . 


322. K . Siddajah 


Mandya , 
Karnataka , 


323. S . A . Sule 


Bulsar, Gujarat 


324, Bibas Chandra Mitra 


Hawroh , 


325 . Navneet Lal Verma 


Udaipur 


326 . A .S. Gupta 


Bangalore , 
Karnataka 
Hassan , 
Karnataka , 


327 , B . L , Gowda 


328 . Ms. Satwant Kaur 


329 . Vikram Singh Varma 


HITT 411 701461 ; 727, 1993; 6, 1915 
= - = - - = - . - -- - = . . 

- - 
- - - - - - - -- - - - - - - - - - 
5 - 4 , Muland , 

Adyocate 
Om Manisha , 
Cooperative Housing Society , 
G . V . Schenc, 
Road No. 1, Mulund (E ), 
Bombay - 400 081. 
Subhash Nagar, 

Advocate 
Lawyers Colony , 
Mandya City , 
Karnataha -571 401, 
Govind Bhavan , 

Advocate 
Chimanbal Roda, 
Navasari Distt. 
Bulsar- 396 4 45., Gujarat. 
3 /4 , Sribas Dutta Lane , 

Advocate 
Howrah , West Bengal. 
LaxmiMedical Store , 

Advocate 
Dhanmandi Road , 
Udaipur, (Rajasthan ). 
13, Park Road Tasker Town , 

Advocato 
Bangalore- 560 031. 
R , No. 49 , 

Advocate 
“ Vakkatlyara " 
Sangha Hostel, BM , Road , 
Hassan - 573 201. 
385 , Model Town 

Advocate 
Jalandhar (Punjab ). 
Collectorate , 

Advocate 
Bulandshahar (UP) . 
Behind Water Tank 

Advocate 
Kaberipuram , 
Heera Bagh , 
Civil Courts , Agra . 
Flat No. 103 , 

Advocate 
Jay Braj Manck , Co -op . 
Housing Society Ltd ., 
Opp . to Santokh Cinema , 
Station Road , 
Bhayander ( W )- 401 101 . 
Maharashtra . 
213, Anand Parbat 

Advocate 
New Delhi- 110005. 
39 - A , Jangpura Lane, 

Advocate 
Bhogal New Delhi-110014 . 
8828 , Pul Bangesh 

Advocate 
Naya Mohalla, Delhi. 
645 /A , 4th Main Jind State , 

Advocate 
Indira Nagar , 
Bangalore. 
618 / D /8D , Shanker State , 

Advocate 
Panday Road, 
Viswas Nagar , 
Shahadara , Delhi- 110032 . 
289, Lakshmi Vilas Road , 

Advocato 
Mysorc -570 024 . 
30 - A , Double Storcy , 

A.dyocate 
Main Road , Opp. Bus Stop, 
Mulkaganj, Delhi-110007. 


Jalandhar , 
Punjab. 
Dulandshahar 
(UP) . 
Agra , UP. 


330 . Smt, Kamla Tewari 


331. S .K . Trivedi 


Distt. Thane & 
State of 
Maharashtra . 


332 . Harish Chandra 


Delhi. 


333 . Kishan Chand Saini 


Bhogal- Jungpura 
New Delhi. 
Delbi. 


334. J.P. Goch 


335 . D . K . Prakash 


Bangalorc City 


336 . Dushyant Kumar Tyagi 


Shahadara , Delhi, 


337 . Narshimha lyangar 


Mysore. 


338 . S .L . Saluja 


Delhi 


- 
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339 . K . Ashok Chakravarthy 


Advocats 


lionki 


340 , A.. P. Surya Prakasam 


Advocate 


226 , Syden Rams Road , 
Charlhi, Madras-112. 
47, Iyer Perumal Street , 
Royaroltah, 
Madras- 4 . 
Ategundi House Ranjpet, 
Hospet, Karnataka . 


Raniinh 

hidras. 


341 . Narasimha Deva Rayalu 


Advocate 


Bullary , 
District. 


( F. No. 5( 81 )/ 91-Judi. ] 
P. C . KANNAN, Competent Authority . 
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वित्त बालय 

( राजस्थ विभाग ) 
नई दिल्ली, 14 जनवरी, 1993 

( आयकर ) 
का . प्रा . 619 :- - प्रायकर अधिनियम , 1961 
( 1961 का 43 ) की धारा 10 के खड ( 23-ग ) के 
उपखंड ( v ) द्वारा प्रदत्त शक्तियों का प्रयोग करते हुए 
केन्द्रीय सरकार एतदद्वारा “ श्रीमन माधवा सिद्धान्तोनाहिनी 
सभा , चिरतानर, प्रान्ध्र प्रदेश " को कर-निर्धारण वर्ष 
1989- 90 के लिए उक्त उपखंड के प्रयोजनार्थ अधिसूचित 
करती है । 
[ अधिसूचना सं . 9172/ फा . सं . 197 / 3/ 92- आयकर ( नि .-1 ) ] 

शरत चन्द्र , अवर सचिव 
MINISTRY OF FINANCE 

( Department of Revenuc ) 
New Delhi , the 14th January , 1993 

(INCOME-TAX ) 
S .O . 619.- - In exercise of the powers conferred ly sub 
clause ( v ) of clause ( 23C) of Section 10 of the Income Tax 
Act , 1961 ( 43 of 1961 ). the Central Government hereby 
notifica " Sriman Madhwa Siddhantonnahini Sabha , Chirtanur, 
A . P . " for the purnose of the said sub- clause for the assess 
ment year 1989 - 90 . 
[ Notifiction No. 9172 / F. No . 197 / 3 / 92-IT ( A- 1 ) ] 

SHARAT CHANDRA , Under Sccy . 
नई दिल्ली , 18 जनवरी , 1993 

आयकर 
का . प्रा . 620 :-- - प्रायकर अधिनियम , 1961 
( 1961 का 43 ) की धारा 10 के खंड ( 23- 1 ) के 
उपखंड ( 5 ) द्वारा प्रदत्त शक्तियों का प्रयोग करते हुए 
केन्द्रीय सरकार एतद्द्वारा “ श्री जैन स्वेताम्बर भंडार तीर्थ 
राजगिर, नालन्दा, बिहार " को कर - 

निर्धारण वर्ष 1989- 90 
से 1991-92 तक के लिए निम्नलिखित शर्तों के अध्यधीन 
रहते हुए उक्त उपना के प्रयोजनार्थ अधिसूचित करती है , 
अर्थात् : -- . . 
( 1 ) कर-निर्धारिती इसकी आय का इस्तेमाल अथवा 

इसकी प्राय का इस्तेमाल करने के लिए इसका 


संचयन पूर्णतया तथा अनन्यतया उन उद्देश्यों 
के लिए करेगा, जिनके लिए इसकी स्थापना 

की गई है । 
( 2 ) कर-निर्धारिती ऊपर - उल्लिखित कर-निर्धारण 

वर्षों से संगत पूर्ववर्ती वर्षों की किसी भी अवधि 
के दौरान धारा 11 की उपधारा ( 5 ) में 
विनिर्दिष्ट किसी एक अथवा एक से अधिक 
ढंग अथवा तरीकों से भिन्न तरीकों से . इसकी 
निधि ( जेवर- जवाहिरात , फर्नीचर आदि के रूप 
में प्राप्त तथा रख -रखाव में स्वैच्छिक अंशदान 
से भिन्न ) का निवेश नहीं करेगा अथवा उसे 

जमा नहीं करवा सकेगा ; 
( 3 ) यह अधिसूचना किसी ऐसी प्राय के संबंध में 

लागू नहीं होगी , जोकि कारोबार से प्राप्त लाभ 
तथा अभिलाभ के रूप में हो जब तक कि 
ऐसा कारोबार उक्त कर-निधारिती के उद्देश्यों 
की प्राप्ति के लिए प्रासंगिक नहीं हो तथा 
ऐसे कारोबार के संबंध में अलग से लेखा- पुस्ति 

काएं नहीं रखी जाती हों । 
[ अधिसूचना संख्या 9180/ फा . सं . 197/ 126/ 92 
प्रायकर ( नि .-1 )] 

शरत चन्द्र , प्रवर सचिव 


New Delhi , the 18th January. 1993 

( INCOME- TAX ) 


S.O . 620 .- In cxercise of the powers conferred by sub 
clau : c ( v ) of clause ( 23C ) of Section 10 of the Income Tax 
Act , 1961 ( 43 of 1961), the Central Government hereby 
notifies Shree Jaini Swetanabct Bhandar Tirth Rajgir , 

Nalandn , Bihar " for the purpose of the said sub- clause for 
the assessment yell s 1989 -90 to 1991 - 92 subject to the 
following conditions . namcly : 

( i) the assessec will apply its income, or accumulate 

for application, wholly and exclusively to the ob 

jects for which it is established ; 
( ii ) the assessce will not invest or deposit its funds 

(other than voluptary contributions recoived and 
maintained in the form of jewellery, furniture etc. ) 
for any period during the previous yeurs relevant 


DIA 


[ भाग II - - 3 ( i )] भारत का राजपन्न : मार्च 27, 199 चैत्र 6, 1915 
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- - - - - -- - - - - - . . -- - .: - ..---- - - - - --- . - : - - - - 
to the assessment years mentioned above o . herwise meat ycars 1993- 94 to 1995- 96 subject to the collowing condi 
than in any one or more of the form ; or thodes 110118, namely : 
specified in sub-section ( 5 ) of section 11 ; 

(i) the isseosce will apply its ircomc, or Pccumulate 
( ii) this notification will not apply in relation to 

for application whoily limit Ciclively the 
any income being profits and gains of business, un 

objects for wbich it is cstablished ; 
Jens the business is incidental to the minment of 

( ii ) the assessee wili not invest or deposit its funds 
the objectives of the a isessce and separale books 

( other than yoluntary contributions received and 
of accounts are maintained in respect of such 

maintained in the form of jewellery , furniture etc .) 
business , 

for any period during the previous years relevant 

to the assessment years mentioned above otherwise 
[ Notification No . 9180 / F. No . 197 /126 / 02 -ITA-I ] 

than in any one or mord of the forms or modes 
SHARAT CHANDRA, Under Secy. 

specified in sub -section (5 ) of Section 11; 

(iii) this notification will not apply in rclation to any 
नई दिल्ली , 20 जनवरी, 1993 

income being profits and guins of business, unless 

the business is incidental to the attainment of the 
प्रायकर 

objectives of the assessee and separate books of 

accounts are maintained in respect of such biisincgg. 
का . प्रा . 621 : - - प्रायकर अधिनियम , 1961 

INotification No. 9182 / F. NO. 197 / 128392-ITA- 
( 1961 का 43 ) की धारा 10 के रखण्ड ( 23-17 ) 

SHARAT CHANDRA, Under Secy . 
के उपखंड ( 5 ) द्वारा प्रदत्त शक्तियों का प्रयोग करते 

( प्रार्थिक कार्य विभाग ) 
हुए केन्द्रीय सरकार एतद्वारा " श्रीकृष्ण जन्मस्थान सेवा 

( बैंकिंग प्रभाग ) 
संस्थान , मथुरा ( उत्तर प्रदेश ) " को कर-निर्धारण वर्ष 
1993- 94 से 1995 - 96 तक के लिए निम्नलिखित शर्तों 

नई दिल्ली, 24 फरवरी, 1993 
के अध्यधीन रहते हुए उक्त उपखण्ड के प्रयोजनार्थ · अधि 

का . पा . 622 : भारतीय स्टेट बैंक अधिनियम , 
सूचित करती है, अर्थात :--- 

1955 ( 1955 का 23 ) की धारा 19 की उपधारा ( 1 ) 
( 1 ) कर -निर्धारिती इसकी प्राय का इस्तेमाल अथवा 

के खण्ड ( क ) और धारा 20 की उपधारा ( 1 ) के अनु 
इसकी आय का इस्तेमाल करने के लिए इसका 

सरण में केन्द्रीय सरकार , भारतीय रिजर्व बैंक के परामर्श 
संचयन पूर्ण लया तथा अनन्यतया उन उद्देश्यों 

से एतद्द्वारा श्री डी . बसु , वर्तमान उप प्रबंध निदेशक , 
के लिए करेगा, जिनके लिए इसकी स्थापना 

भारतीय स्टेट बैंक को कार्यभार सम्भालने की तारीख से 
की गई है .; . 

प्रारम्भ होकर और · 31 अगस्त , 1995 को समाप्त होने 

घाली अवधि के लिये भारतीय स्टेट बैंधा के अध्यक्ष के 
( 2 ) कर-निर्धारिती ऊपर- उल्लिखित कर निर्धारण 

रूप में नियुक्त करती है । 
वर्षों से संगत पूर्ववर्ती वर्षों की किसी भी अवधि 
के दौरान धारा 11 की उपधारा ( 5 ) में 

[ संख्या एफ . 8/5/ 92 - बी . ओ . -1 ] 
विनिर्दिष्ट किसी एक अथवा एक से अधिक 

एम . एस . सीतारामन , अवर सचिव 
ढंग अथवा तरीको से भिन्न तरीकों से इसकी 

(Department of Economic Affairs) 
निधि ( जेवर-जवाहिरात , फर्नीचर आदि के रूप 

.. ( Banking Division ) 
में प्राप्त रख - रखाव में स्वैच्छिक अंशदान से 

New Delhi, the 24th February, 1993 
भिन्न ) का निवेश नहीं करेगा अथवा उसे जमा S . O . 622.---In ppursuance of clause ( o) of sub -section | 1) 
नहीं करवा सकेगा; 

of section 19 and sub-section ( 1 ) of section 20 of the State 
Bank of India Act, 1955 ( 23 of 1955 ) , the Central Govern 

ment, in consultation with Reserve Baok of India , hereby 
( 3 ) यह अधिसूचना किसी ऐसी प्राय के संबंध में 

appoints Shri D . Basi , presently Deputy Managing Director , 
लागू नही होगी , जोकि कारोबार से प्राप्त लाभ State Bank of India , as the Chairman of the State Bank of 

India , for the period from the date of his taking charge and 
तथा अभिलाभ के रूप में हो जब तक कि ऐसा 

upto - 31st August, 1995. 
कारोबार उक्त कर निर्धारिती के उद्देश्यों , की 

[ F. No. 8 | 5 92- B. O .IJ . 

M . S. SEETHARAMAN , Under Secy . 
प्राप्ति के लिए प्रासंगिक नहीं हो तथा ऐसे 
कारोबार के संबंध में अलग से लेखा- पुस्तिकाएं 

नई दिल्ली, 3 मार्च, 1993 
नहीं रखी जाती हों । 

का . प्रा . 623: -- -भारतीय निर्यात- पायात बैंक 
अधिसूचना संख्या : . 9182/ फा . सं . . 197/128/ 92-- 

मधिनियम , 1981 ( 1981 की 28 ) की धारा 6 की उप 
प्रायकर ( नि . - 1 )] 

धारा ( 1 ) के खण्ड ( क ) और उपधारो ( 2 ) के अनु 

सरण में , केन्द्रीय सरकार एतद्द्वारा श्री कल्याण बनर्जी को 
शरस चन्द्र, प्रवर सचिव 

22 फरवरी, 1993 से प्रारम्भ होकर 30 अप्रैल , 1993 को 
New Delhi , the 20th January, 1993 

समाप्त होने वाली और अवधि के लिए पुनः भारतीय 
___ INCOME-TAX 

निर्यात - पायात बैंक का अध्यक्ष एवं प्रबंध निदेशक नियुक्त 
SO. 621, - - In exercise of the powers conferred by sub 
clause ( v ) of clause (23C ) of Section 10 of the Income -tax 

करती है । 
Act, 1961 ( 43 of 1961 ), the rentral Government hereby 

सख्या एफ . 20/ 4/85- बी . ओ . 1 ] 
notifies " Shri Krishna Janmasthan Seva Sansthani, Mathura 
( U . P .) " for the purpose of the said sub- clause for the assesy 

. एम . एस . सीतारामन , अवर सचिव 
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- - -- -- - - -- ----- - - -- --- - - - -- - - - - 
Now Dolhi, the 3rd March , 1993 

__ New Delhi , the 9th March , 1993 

S . O . 625. - In exorcise of tho powers conferred by Soc 
S . O . 623 . - In pursuance of clauso ( a ) of sub -section ( 1 ) 

tion 5 of the Industrial Finance Corporation Act, 1948 
and of sub- section ( 2 ) of section 6 of the Export-Import 

( 15 of 1948) , the Central Government hereby fixes the 
Bank of India Act, 1981 ( 28 of 1981), the Central Govern 

minimum rate of annual dividend guaranteed by the Central 
ment hereby re- uppoints Shri Kalyan Banelji as th : Chair 

Government on the additional share capital of rupeos sixty 
man and Munaping Director of the Export- Import Rank 

crores to be issued by the Industrial Finance Corporation 
of India , for the further period comniencing on February 22, of India at 6 per cent. 
1993 and ending with April 30, 1993 . 

[ F. No. 6 ( 3 /IFI 891 

V . P. BHARDWAJ , Under Secy . 
[ No . E. 2014 / 85 . B . O .I.] 

नागरिक पूर्ति उपभोक्ता मामले और सार्वजनिक वितरण 
M . S . SEETHARAMAN , L nder Secy. 

मंत्रालय 

नई दिल्ली , 10 मार्च, 1993 
नई दिल्ली , 3 मार्च , 1993 

का . पा . 626 - - केन्द्रीय सरकार का , विहित 
का . प्रा . 624 . - -- भारतीय औद्योगिक विकाव बैंक 

प्राधिकारी ( अर्थात् निदेशक ) द्वारा उसको प्रस्तुत की गई 
अधिनियम 1964 ( 1964 का 18) की धारा 2 के खण्ड रिपोर्ट पर विचार करने के पश्चात यह समाधान हो गया है 
( ग ) के उपखण्ड ( xvii ) द्वारा प्रदत्त शक्तियों का प्रयोग कि उक्त रिपोर्ट में वर्णित प्रतिमान बाट और माप मानक 
करते हुए , केन्द्रीय सरकार, एतद्वारा, पुष्पकृषि के कार्य अधिनियम 1976 ( 1976 का 60 ) और बाट और पाप 
कलाप को उक्त उपखण्ड के प्रयोजन के लिए "प्रौद्योगिक 

मानक ( प्रतिमान का अनुमोदन ) नियम , 1987 के उपबंधों 
कार्यकलाप " के रूप में विनिदिष्ट करती है । 

के अनु ला है और यह संभावना है कि उक्त मानक अविरत 

उपयोग की लम्बी कालावधि में ठीक बना रहेगा और 
व्याख्या -- " पुष्पकृषि " में पुष्प की कृषि अभिक्रिया और 

विभिन्न दशानों में सही सेवा देगा ; 
उनकी डिब्बाबन्दी या पुष्प से संबंधित अन्य कोई ऐसी 

प्रतः अब , केन्द्रीय सरकार उक्त अधिनियम की 
प्रक्रिया शामिल है जिसके परिणामस्वरूप प्रामवनी होती हो । 

धारा 36 की उपधारा ( 7 ) द्वारा प्रदत्त शक्तियों का प्रयोग 
[एफ संख्या 14( 2)/ आई . एफ . -1/ 93] 

करते हुए, टाइप सं . 3359 के स्वयं सूची, अस्वचालित तोल 

यंत्र के प्रतिमान , जिसका प्रांड नाम “ एवरी " है (जिसे 
बी . पी . भारद्वाज , अवर सचिव इसमें इसके पश्चात प्रतिमान कहा गया है ) जो मैसर्स एवरी 

इण्डिया लिमिटेड , प्लाट -50- 58 , सेक्टर 25, बल्लभगढ़ , 
New Delhi, the 3rd March, 1993 

हरियाणा- 121004 द्वारा विनिर्मित है और जिसे अनुमोदन 
S . O , 624. - In exercise of the powers conferred by पिहन - प्राई एन डी 101/ 92/ 02 समनुदेशित किया गया है , 
gub - clauso ( xvll) of Clause (c ) of section 2 of the Industrial 
Development Bank of India Act, 1964 (18 of 1964), the 

का अनुमोदन प्रकाशित करती है । 
Contral Government hereby specificg the activity of flori 

प्रतिमान मध्यम यथार्थता ( यथार्थता वर्ग 3 ) वाला तोल 
culture to be an "industrial coucern " for the purposes 
of the said sub -clause . 

यंत्र है जिसकी अधिकतम क्षमता 30 किलोग्राम और 
Explanation. - " Floriculture " includes the cultivation, 

न्यूनतम क्षमता 200 ग्राम की है । सत्यापन अंतराल ( ड ) 
treatmont and packaging of flowers or any other 10 ग्राम है ( अक 1 देखिए ) इसमें प्राधेय भार युक्त है । 
process connected with flowers which result in a 
value added activity . 


. 


[ F . No . 14( 2 ) /IFI}93] 
V . P. BHARDWAJ, Under Secy . 


- 


+ 
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नई दिल्ली, 9 मार्च , 1993 
का . प्रा . 625 --- प्रौद्योगिक वित्त निगम अधिनियम 
1948 ( 1948 का 15 ) की धारा 5 द्वारा प्रदत्त शक्तियों 
का प्रयोग करते हुए , केन्द्रीय सरकार एतद्वारा भारतीय 
प्रौद्योगिक विस निगम द्वारा जारी की जाने वाली साठ 
करोड़ रुपए की अतिरिक्त शेयर पूंजी पर केन्द्रीय सरकार 
द्वारा गारंटीश वा वार्षिक लाभांश का न्यूनतम दर 6 प्रतिशत 
निर्धारित करती है । 


. 


[ फाइल संख्या 6 ( 3 ) /ौं . वि ./ 1/ 89] 

वो . पी . भारद्वाज , अवर सचिव 


अंक 1 


. -- - 


- - - - 


- 


- - 


- 


- 


- 
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of 1976 ) and the Standards of Weights and Measura 
आधेय भार प्रभाव हस्तैन निरसन के साथ 100 प्रतिशत 

(Approval of Model) Rules , 1987 and the suid model is 
व्यवकलनात्मक भारित प्राधेय भार या स्व निरसन के माथ likely to maintain accuracy over periods of custained use 

and to render uccurate service under varied conditions; 
100 प्रतिशत व्यवकलनात्मक संचित प्राधेय भार या कुल 
भार प्रदर्श सुविधा सहित हस्तन निरसन के साथ 100 Now , therefore, in excicise of the powers conferred by 

sub - section ( 7 ) ol section 36 ui iho Sibel Act, the Central 
प्रतिशत व्यवकलनात्मक भारित प्राधेय भार या ऋणात्मक 

(iovernment hereby publish the approval of the model of 

the self -indicating non -automatic weighing 10rument of typo 
प्रदर्श या प्राधेय भार सहित 100 प्रतिशत व्यवकलनात्मक 

No 3359 and with the brand name AVERY ( hereinafter 
और संचित प्राधेय भार हो सकता है । प्राधार और referred to ay the inodol ) manufactured by Ms. Avery ludia 

Limited , Plot- 50 - 59 , Sector 25 , Ballabgarh , Haryana - 121004 
प्लेटफार्म एल्यूमीनियम संचक के बने हुए हैं । जंगरोधी 

und is assigned the approval mark -IND / 01 / 92 / 02 . 
इस्पात भारग्रासो को लम्बाई चीड़ाई 350 मिलीमीटर x 

The model is a medium accuracy ( Accuracy class III ) 
350 मिलीमीटर है । लोय सैल प्राधार और प्लेटफार्म के 

wcighing instrument with a maximum capacity of 30 kilo 
बीच धारित है । 13 मिलीमीटर संप्रतीक आकार का मान 

gram and a minimum capacity of 200 gram . The verifica 

tion intelval ( e) is 10 gram ( see figure 1 ). It has a taro 
खण्डीय निर्यात प्रतिथीप्तिशील प्रवर्श तोल परिणाम को दशित 
करता है । यह यंत्र 220 वोल्ट , 50 ट ज वैकल्पिक धारा 
विद्युत प्रदाय पर कार्य करता है । एक अतिरिक्त मुद्रित परिपथ 
बोर्ड की व्यवस्था भी की जा सकती है जिससे कि यंत्र 12 
वोल्ट दिष्ट धारा बेटरी से या वैकल्पिक धारा मुख्यातार और 
बेटरी दोनों से प्रचालित किया जा सकता है । इस प्रतिमान 
के अनुमोदन में टाइप संख्या 3359 का तोल यंत्र , जिसकी 
अधिकतम क्षमता 15 किलोग्राम हो और सत्यापन स्कल 
अंतराल 5 ग्राम हो , भी आएगा । 
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इस प्रतिमान का यथार्थता परीक्षण, कालाश्रित परीक्षण , 
उत्केन्द्रता परीक्षण, पुनरावर्तनीयता परीक्षण , विविक्तीकरण 
परीक्षण , सहन परीक्षण , वोल्टता और प्रावृति परिवर्तन 
परीक्षण , विद्युत विक्षोभ परीक्षण और स्थैतिक ताप परीक्षण 
किया गया था और उसका निष्पादन समाधानप्रद पाया गया 
था । इस यंत्र को ऐसी रीति से मुद्राबंद किया जाएगा जिससे 
कि उन भागों तक , जिनसे माप विज्ञान संबंधी विशेषताओं 
पर प्रभाव पड़ता हो , पहुंच मुद्रा पर लगाए गए सत्यापन 
चिलों को न कमान पहुंचाए बिना संभव नहीं होगी । 


प्रतिमान के अनुमोदन का यह प्रमाणपत्र बाट और माप 
मानक ( प्रतिमान अनुमोदन ) नियम , 1987 के नियम 14 

और नियम 15 में अधिकथित शतों के अधीन रहते हए है । 
मागे यह प्रमाणपत्र माप विज्ञान संबंधी विशेषताओं की बाबत 
किसी संव्यवहार में उपयोग के लिए उपस्कर की उपयुक्तता 
से संबंधित है । यह किसी संन्यवहार में उपयोग के लिए या 
अन्यथा उपस्कर को सुरक्षा के प्रति किसी गारंटी को प्रमाणित 
नहीं करता है या वह इससे विवक्षित नहीं होती है । 


Figure 1 
device . The tare effect may be either 100 per cent sub 
stractive , retained tare with manual cancellation or 100 per 
cent substractive accumulated tare with self cancellation or 
100 per cent subratractive retained tare with manual cancella 
tion with gross weight display facility or 100 per cent sub 
stractive and accumulated tare with negative display or taro 
weigth. The base and the platform are made up of alumi 
nium casting. The stainless steel load receptor has the 
dimension 350 millimeter into 340 millianter . The loadicell 
is mounted between the base and the platform . The seven 
segment vacuum fluorescent display of character size 12 
millimeter indicates the weighing result. The instrument 
Operates on 220 volt , 50 Hartz alternative current power 
supply . An additional printed circuit board may also bo 
provided so that the instrument can be operated with a. 12 
volt direct current battery or with both alterootive cussent 
mains and battery . This model approval shall also cover 
the weighing instrument of type No. 3359 with a maximum 
capacity of 15 kilogram and verification scale interval 5 
gram. 


[सं . उठल्यू एम 21 ( 6)/ 90] 


सती नायर, संयुक्त सचिव 


The model was put to accuracy test, time dependent tests, 
eccentricity test, repeatability test , discrimination test. en 
durance test, volage and frequency variation test, clectrical 
disturbance tests and static temperaturo test and its perfor 
mance was found to be satisfactory . The instrument shall 
be sealed in such a manner so that no access to parts which 
affect the metrological characteristics shall be possible with 
out clamage to verification marks put on the weal, 


MINISTRY OF CIVIL SUPPLIES , CONSUMER 
AFFAIRS AND PUBLIC DISTRIBUTION 

New Delhi, the 10th March, 1993 
S. O . C26 . - Whereas the Central Government after 
considering the report submitted to it by the niescribed 
authority ( 1.e . the Director ) is satisfied that the Model des 
cribed in tho said report is in conformity with the provisions 
of the Standards of Welghts and Measures Act, 1976 (60 


This certificate of approval of model is subject to the 
conditions laid down in rules 14 and 15 of the Standards 
of Weights and Measures (Approval of Models ) Rules. 1987. 
Further tbis certificate relates to the suitability of the 
equipment for use in any trabduction in respect of the incirq , 
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logical charactcı istics . It does not certify or iniply uny conferred by Section 10 ( 2 ) of lie Charitable Endowments Act 
garmintce us to the safety of the equipment for use in any 1890 ( 6 of 1890), the Central Government do hersby order 
transaction or otherwisc . 

that the sum of Rs. 38,54, 277 ( Rurces Thirtyeight lakh fifty 

four thousand wo hundred & seventy seven only ) ( d scounted 
[ F. No. WM 21 . 61/ 90 , 

Value of Rs. 40 , 00, 000 ( Rupees ferty lakhs only as per parti 
SATHI NAIR. It . Secy. 

culary viven telow be re - invested in Certificate of Deposit 
Schellit for 3 taonths in State Bank of India , Main Branch , 

Sansod Mug, New Delri at the rato of Interest 15 per cent 
मानघ समाधन विकास मंत्रालय 

pe rannum w . c .f. 27 -11- 92 . 


Turmung 
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R 


: n its 


- 


- - - 


- 


- 


- 


- - 


- 


- - 


- 


25- 11- 92 


22- 11 -92 


( महिला एवं बाल विकास विभाग ) 
पूर्व विन्यास अधिनियम , 1990 ( 1390 का 6 ) के मामले में 
राष्ट्रीय बाल कोष, नई दिल्ली के मामले में 

___ नई दिल्ली , 23 फरवरी, 1993 
फा . प्रा . 6 27 .-.- राष्ट्रीय बाल कोष, नई दिल्ली के प्रबन्ध बोई 
द्वारा किए पायेवन पर और उनकी सहमति में पूर्त विन्यास अधिनियम , 
1890 ( 1890 का 6 ) के रखर 10 ( 2 ) द्वारा प्रवस शक्तियों या प्रयोग 
करते हुए केन्द्रीय सरकार पनप वाग आदेण देती है कि नीचे दिए गए 
ब्योरे के पन मार . 38, 5-4, 2771 ( प्रतिय लाख चौवन हजार दो नौ 
समनर मान ) ( 19, 1010, 000/ शूट कोमन की गशि ) स्टेट बैंक प्राफ 
इंडिया , मुख्य शारदा , मंसद मार्ग, नई दिल्ली में 3 महीनों के लिए मटि 
फिकेट आफ रिपगिट योजना के अंतर्गत 150 की ठपाज दर में दिनांक 
27-11- 92 मे पुनः निवेश की गई:---- 


1 . 
2. 
3 . 
4 . 


Rs. 35 , 00 , 000 /- 25- 18-92 
Rs. 1 , 26,82.2/ 28- 08 -92 
Rs. 1,36,569/ . 27- 08-92 
Rs. 90 , 886 / 


27-11-192 
- - - - - - - - - From Cagli 

billance of 
NCF s Saving 
aocount. 


- 


. 


- - 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- 


2 The above account shall rest in the treasurer of chari 
table endowment s of India to lie held by him for being 
applicd in accordance with the scheme for the administration 
of the National Children s Fund , New Delhi, published with 
the Not. ficillion of the Government of India in the then 
Department of Social Welfare No. S . O . 120 ( E ) dated the 
2nd March , 1979 as amended from time to time. 

[ F, No . 13-493- IR-II] 
___ R. L . MEENA, Dy. Director 


- . 


- . 


क . म . 


गशि 


पिछले निवेश भुगतान की अन किती 
को मारीत नारोन्द्र 


- - 


- - 


- - - - - 


- - - - - - 1 - 1 - 1 


1 . 35, 00, 000/- 25-08- 92 25-11-92 

( भगनाम सिथि के बाद प्राप्त राशि ) 
2. 1, 26,822/ 29- 08- 92 22- 11-92 

( भगतान तिथि के वाद प्राप्त राशि ) 
3. 1, 36, 569/- 27- 08- 92 27- 11-92 
( भुगतान तिथि के बाद प्राप्त राशि ) 

राष्ट्रीय बाल 
4. 90, 866 / 

कोष के बचत 
खाते की बकाया 
राशि में से । 


नई दिल्ली 23 फरवरी 1993 
का . मा : 678 राष्ट्रीय बाल कोष, नई दिल्ली के प्रबन्ध बोई गारा किए 
भावेदन पर और उनकी महममि में पूर्ण विन्याम अधिनियम , 1890 
( 1890 का 6 ) के खण्ड 4 द्वारा प्रदत शक्तियों का प्रयोग करते हुए 
केन्द्रीय सरकार एसद्वारा प्रादेश देती है कि नीचे दिए गए म्योरे के 
अनुसार र.. 10, 00,000/- ( दम लाख मात्र ) सिंडिकेट बैंक , होम खाम , 
नई दिल्ली में 57 दिनों के लिए फिक्म हिपाजिट योजना के अन्तर्गत 
11 % बी ब्याज दर से निवेण की गई :- - 
- - - - - --- .- -- ...--. -. - 
कम मं . राशि पिछने निवेश भुगतान की अभियुक्तियां 

को तारीख सारीख 


2. भारत सरकार के नस्फानीन समाज कल्याण विभाग के दिनांक 
: माई 1979 के ममय समय पर यथा संशोधित मां . प्रा . 120 ( ई ) 
फी अधिसूचना के साथ प्रकाणित राष्ट्रीय बाल कॉप, नई दिल्ली के संचालन 
की योजना के अनुसार प्रयोग किए जाने हेतु उपरोक्त खाता भारतीय 
पूर्व विन्यास के खजांधी के नाम होगा । 


[सं . 13-4/ 93 टी . पार -II ) 
पार . एम. मोना , उप निदगा 


1. 10,00, 000/ 

01 . 12 . 87 01 . 12 . 92 

- - - -- - - -- 
2. भारत सरकार के तत्कालीन समाज कल्याण विभाग के दिनाक 
2 मार्च, 1979 के समय समय पर यथा संशोधित मा . पा . 120 ( ई ) 
को अधिसुचना के साथ प्रकाशित राष्ट्रीय बाल कोष , नई दिल्ली के 
मंबालन की योजना के अनुमार प्रयोग किा , जाने हेतु उपरोम शता 
भारतीय पूर्न यिन्याय से जांची के नाम होगा । 

[ मं . 13- 4/ 9 . टी . मार . II] 

मार . एल . मोना, उप निदेशक 


MINISTRY OF HUMAN RESOURCE DEVELOPMENT 

( Department of Women & . Child Development) 
IN THE MATTER OF THE CHARITABLE ENDOW 

MENTS ACT 18910 ( 6 of 1890) 
IN THE MATTTER OF THE NATIONAL CHILDREN S 

FUND , NEW DELHI 


New Delhi , the 23rd February, 1993 . 


New Delhi, the 23rd February, 1993 


S . O . 628 . -- On the application made by and with the 
corcuitence of the Board of Management of the National 
Children s Fund, New Delhi, as in exercise of the powers 
conferred by Section 4 of the Chositable Endowments Act 
1890 15 of 1890 ) , the Central Government do hereby order 
that the sum of Rs. 10 , 00 , 000 ( Rupecs Ten lakh only ) es per 
particulars given below be invested in Fixed Deposit Schemo 


S. 0 627 . - On the application made by and with the con 
currence of the Board of Management of the National 
Children s Fund , New Delhi , as in exercise of the power s 


- - -- 


- - - 


[ भाग 1 ] -.- 3 ( 11 ) ] भारत का राजपत्र : मार्च ::7 , 1993/ 6, 1915 
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fro 57 days in Syndicate Bank , Hauz Khas, New Delhi ot 2. The above account shall vest in the treasurer of chari 
the rate of Interest 11 per cent per annum . 

table endowment s of India to be held by him for being 

- - - upplied in accordance with the scheme for the administration 
SI, Anoul Dileéfilerious Date of Renaths 

of the Natioual Children s Fund , New Delhi, publisbed with 
No. 
Vesturant Maturity 

the Notification of the Government of India in the then 
- - - - - - . - - . - . . - . - - - - . - - - . 

Department of Social Welfare No . S . O . 120 ( E ) dated the 
1 . Rs . 10, 00 , 000 / - 01 -12 - 87 (11 - 12 -82 

2nd March, 1979 as amended from time to time . 
- - - - - - -- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 
2 . The uhove account shall rest in the treasurer of chari 

[ F, No . 13.493. TR. 11 ] 
table endowmcot s of India to te held by him for being 

R . L . MEENA, Dy. Director 
applied in accordance with the scheme for tho administratioji 
of the National Children s Fund, New Delhi, published with 

नईदिनी, 234 1993 
the Notification of the Governinent of India in the then 
Dophiltment of Social Welfare No. S . O . 120 ( E ) dated the 

का प्रा . 6 30 - - राष्ट्रीय बाल कार गिो के प्रपना जो दाग 
2nd March, 1979 as amended from time to time . 

कि आवेदन पर और उनकी महामन में । निमास अनियम , 1310 
[ F. No. 13 -493- TR-1I | 

( 1890 का 6 ) के वर 10 ( 2 ) द्वारा प्रा लि का प्रयोग करने 
R , L . MEENA , Dy. Director 

हाए केन्द्रीय सरकार एलदार यादेश दतो है कि नान दि गप योरे 
नई दिल्ली, 23 फरवरी, 1993 

के अनुमार र. .. 18,1 3 (931 ( गामाग लाम्ब नेगह हमार यासी 
का . T . 6 2 4) -~- गाष्ट्रीय बाल गोप, नई दिल्ली के प्रवन्ध गोई साग मात्र ) ( 50,100,000/- छूट कीमन को नश) पृको वैक , गाहारमा , 
मिए प्रावेदन पर और उनकी सहमति से पूर्व विन्याम चिनियम , 1890 ( शिया ग्राम पग्मिर ) , नई दिल्ली में 90 दिनों के लिए टिकिट 
( 1890 का 6 ) के नगर माग प्रदन पाक्तियों का प्रयोग करने वा ऑफ डिपाजिट योजना के अन्तम 15 70 % को पाज दर में दिनांक 
केन्द्रीय सरकार एवाग प्रादेश देती है कि नीचे दिए गए ब्योरे के (06 (12 13 मे पुनः निवेश की गई - --- 

- - - ---- -- - - -- 
प्रनमार में . 1, 86 99199/- ( T लाग्न छियासी हजार नौ सी उनीम मान ) 

मम मं . शिपिछले निवेश भगवान श्री अभियक्तिया 
मिस्केिट बैंक , होश बास , नई दिल्ली में 16 दिनों के लिए फिल्म हि पाजिट 

की नारी गार्गब 
योजना के अन्नगेत 11 की ब्याज दर में नियेश की गई ---- 

___ 1. 50,110, 000/ - 07-11- 92 06-03- ७३ बनी हुई राशि गिरि 
क्रम में . राधिश पिछले नित्रेण भगतान की अभियुक्तियां 

येोद बक , हौज खान , 
को नारीय नागेन 

नई दिल्ली में 16दिना 
- - - -- - - 
1. 1, 86,919/- 01 . 11 . 02 06 . 02 93 विजया बैंक , वादनो 

के लिए फिल्म हिमाजिट 
चौक , दिल्ली में 

योजना में जमा कराई 
जमा रु . 50 नाग्य 

जायेगी । 
- - - 
छूट कीमत की अनि 

2. भारत सरकार के तत्कालीन समान कन्याग विभाग के दिनाक 
रिम्स राणि । 

. 2 मार्च, 1979 के समय समय पर या मशोधित मा . प्रा . 120( 2 ) 
- - - - - - - 

की अधिसूचना के साथ प्रकाशित गष्ट्रीय बाल कोष, नई दिल्ली के 
2 . भारत मरकार के तत्कालीन समाज कल्याण विभाग के दिनांक 
2 मार्च, 1979 के समय समय पर यथा मुंशोधित मा . पा . 120 ( ई ) 

मंचामन की योजना के मार प्रयोग किए जाने हेतु उगेत गाना 
की अधिसूचना के माथ प्रकाशित राष्ट्रीय बाल कौर , नई दिल्ली के 

भारतीय पूर्त विन्याम से; वजांधी के नाम होगा । 
संचालन की योजना के अनुगार प्रयोग किए जाने हेतु उपरोक्न खाता 

ग . 13-493 टा . पार [ I] 
भारताप पूर्ण विन्याम के माचो के नाम होगा । 

पार . एल . माला, उप निदेशक 
[ म . 13-04/ 03 टी . प्रा . II ] 

New Delhi , the 23rd Fcbruary , 1993 
भार . ल . मीना, उप निदेशक 

S . O . 630 . - On the application made by and with the 

concurrence of the Board of Munutcient of the National 
New Delhi, the 23rd February, 1993 

Children s Fund , New Delhi, as in exercise of the powors 

conferred by Section 10 ( 2 ) of the Charitable Endowments 
S .O . 629. — On the application inade by and with the 

Act 1890 ( 6 of 1890) , the ( entral Government do hereby 
concurrence of the Board of Management of the National 

order that the stm of Rs. 48, 13 ,081 ( Rupees fortyeight lakhs 
Children s Fund , New Delhi, as in cxerciso of the powers 

thirtcen thousand eighty One Only ) ( discounted value of 
confrored by Section 4 of the Charitable Endowments Act 

Rs. 50 , 00 ,000 ( Rupees fifty lakhy only ) as rer particulars given 
1890 ( 6 of 1890), the Central Government do hereby order 

below be re -invested in Certificate of Deposit Scheme for 90 
that the sum of Rs 1 , 86 ,919 (Rupees one lakh eighty six 

days in UCO Bank , Shahpurjat, ( Asiad Village Complex ), 
thousind nine hundred & nincteen only ) as per particulars 

New Delhi at the rate of Interest 15. 70 per cent ped annum 
given below be invested in Fixed Deposit Scheme for 46 days 

we. f. 06 - 02- 93 
in Syndicate Bank , Hauz Khas . New Delhi at the rate of 
interest [ 1 per cent per annum. 

Si. Anulin Date of previous Date of Remarks 
SI. Amount Date of revious Date of Remarks 

No. 

Investment Maturity 
Investment Matujity 

1 . Rs. 00 . 000 / - ( 7 - 11 - 92 ( 6 - (. 1- 93 Stirlsaro 
1 . Rs. 1, 86, 919/ - 01 -11 -93 06- 02-93 Surplus amo 

unt will be 
unt of discountıd 

deposited in 
value of 

FD for 46 
Rs . 50 ,00, 000/ 

days in Syndi 
deposited in Vijayal 

cile Bank , 
Bank , Chandni 

Hauz Khas , 
Chowk . New Delhi 

New Delhi . 
- - - - - - - - - 
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2 . The above account shall vest in the treasurer of chari February, 1992, published in the Gazette of India, Part -II , 
table endowment s of India to be held by him for being Section 3, sub-section (ii), dated 1he 14th March , 1992. 
Applied in accordance with the scheme for the administration 
of the National Children s Fund , New Delhi, published with 

[ No . 2 / 17/ 86- M ] 
the Notification of the Government of India in the then 

M . C . JOSHI, Director Gencral 
Department of Social Welfare No . S . O . 120 ( E ) dated the 
2nd March, 1979 as amended from time to time . 

[ F, No. 13. 4793- TR-II 
R . I.. MEENA , Dy . Director 

नई दिल्ली , 11 मार्च, 1983 
संस्कृति विभाग 

( पुरातत्व ) 
( भारतीय पुरातत्व सर्वेक्षण ) 

का आ० 6 32. – ण्द्रिीय सरकार ने , प्राचीन सं स्मारक तथा परातत्वीय 
मई दिल्ली 11 मार्च, 1993 

स्थल और अवशेष अधिनियम , 1958 ( 1958 का 24 ) की धारा 4 
का . प्रा . 621-- -फेन्द्रीय सरकार , प्राचीन संस्थापक तथा पुगतस्त्रीय स्थल को उपधारा ( 1 ) मी प्रपेक्षानु सार भारत मरकार के संस्कृति विभाग . 
और अवशेष अधिनियम , 1958 ( 1958 का 24 ) की धारा 4 की ( भारतीय पुरातत्व सर्वेक्षण ) की अधिसूचना सं . का . प्रा . 2242 तारीख 
उपधारा ( 1 ) द्वारा प्रदत्त पास्तियों का प्रयोग करते हुए , भारत के गजपत्र , 13 अगस्त , 1991 द्वारा जो भारत के राजपन्न , भाग 2, खंड 3, उपखंड 
भाग 2, खंड 3, उपखंड ( ii ) , तारीख 14 मार्च, 1992 में प्रकाशित (ii ) तारीख 24 अगस्त, 1991 में प्रकाशित की गई थी , उक्त अधिसूचना 
भारत सरकार के संस्कृति विभाग ( भारतीय पुरातत्व सर्वेक्षण ) की अधि की अनसूची में विनिर्दिष्ट दीय में सेंटपाल गिरजाघर को राष्ट्रीय महत्व 
सूचना में . का . प्रा . 802 तारीख 26 फग्यरी, 1992 को विखंडित का घोषित करने के अपने प्राशय की दो माम की सूचना दी थी और 
करती है । 

उस प्रधिसूचना की एक प्रति उक्स गिरजाघर के समीप संशज दृश्य स्थान 

पर लगा दी गई थी ; 
[ . 2/ 17/ 86-मंस्मारक ] 
एम . सी . जोशी, महानिदेशक 

और उक्त राजपत्र 16 सितम्बर, 1991 कत जनता को उपलब्ध करा 

दिया गया था ; 
DEPARTMENT OF CULTURE 
( Archaço logical Survey of India ) 

और केन्द्रीय सरकार को दी मास की उक्त अवधि के भीतर जनता 

मे कोई प्राक्षेप प्राप्त महीं हुमा था । 
New Delhi, the 11th March, 1993 
S . O . 631 .. - In exercise of the powers conferred by sub 

__ अत : पब, केन्द्रीय सरकार, प्राचीन संस्मारक तथा पुरातत्वीय स्थल 
section ( 1) of Section 4 of the Ancient Monuments and Ar और अवशेष अधिनियम , 1958 की धारा 4 की उपधारा ( 3 ) द्वारा 
chacological Sites and Ramains Act , 1958 (24 of 1958 ), the प्रवण शक्तियों का प्रयोग करते हुए, इमसे उआमद अनसूची में विनिर्दिष्ट 
Central Government hereby rescinds the notification of the 
Goverdnient of India in the Depaiement of Culture ( Archaou 

मेंट पाल गिरजाघर को राष्ट्रीय महत्व का होना पोषिन करती है । 
logical Survey of India ) number S . O . 802, dated the 26th 


अनुसूची 


केन्द्र शामित 


क्षेत्र 


सीमाएं 


- 


" 


- - 


- 


. . 


- 


- . - 


- - 


- 


- - - - - 


- 


- 


- 


- 


6 


जिला परिक्षेत्र संस्मारक का नाम संरक्षण के अधीन 

सम्मलित किए जाने 
वाले राजस्व प्लाट 

संख्यांक 
23 

5 
दीय दीवनगर किले के बाहर का नीचे उभुत स्थल 

सेंट पाल आरेख में यथाशित 
गिरजाघर सर्वेक्षण प्लाट मं . 

33/ पी टी एम / 90 
का भाग 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- 1 


- 


- 


- 


दमन और दीव 


3175 
वर्गमीटर 


उत्तर : सर्वेक्षण मं . 

33/पी टी एस / 90 
का शेष भाग, 
पूरब : सड़क 
दक्षिण : सड़क 
पश्चिम : सर्वेक्षण प्लाट 
सं . 10/पीटीएम 
115 


-- - 


- - 


- 


- 


. 


- - - 


- 


- - 


- - - 


- 


स्वामित्व 


टिप्पणियां 


- - -- 


- - 


- - 


- 


- - -- 


- - 


-- 


. - - - . 


- - - 


9 


8 
कन्फारिया डि नौसा सेन्होरा हिरोसेरिओं 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- - - 


- - 


- - - - - 


- 


- 


- - - 


[ भाग II ---- 
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3 ( ii ) ] 
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भारत का गजपन्न मार्च 27, 1993/ चैत्र 6, 1915 


- - -- - - --- -- - 


दाब मित मैट पौड- विरबध का स्थल मानविन 


- 


--- 


10 / पीटीएम - 110 


भीटी एम 10 / 30 


rm 


मट पोल का रियर 


MAHARA 


Hari 


प्रस्तावित 


-- 


- 


- - - - 


- 


- 


- 


- 


[ सं० 2/ 15/ 84-एम० ] 
मनीश चन्द्र जोशी, महानिदेशक 


629 GI / 93-- - 6 


- 


_ 


. _ 


- - 
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New Delhi, the 11th March , 1993 

Ancient Monuments and Archacological Sites and Ramains 

Act, 1958 (24 of 1938). 
(ARCHAEOLOGY) 

And whereas the said Gazette was made available to 
SO. 632 - Whereas by a notification of the Government 

the public on the 16th September, 1991; 
of India in the Department of Culture (Archacological Survey 

And whereas i objection from the public has been received 
of India), No, S.O . 2242 dated 13th August, 1991 published 

by the Central Government within the said period of two 
in Part-II , cecion 3, sub -section ( ii ) of the Gazette of India 

months; 
dated the 24th August 1991, the Central Government gave 
two months notice of it intention to declare the St. Panl s Now , therefore , in exercise of the powers conforred by 
Church at Diu , specified in the Schedule to the said notifica sub -section ( 3) of section 4 of the Ancient Monuments and 
tion , to be of national importance , and a copy of the said Archaeological Sites and Remains Act , 1958, the Central 
notification was affixed at a conspicuous place near the said Government hereby declares the St. Paul s Church , specified 
Church as required by sub -section ( 1) of soction 4 of the In the Schedule annexed hereto , to be of national importance. 


SCHEDULE 


Union Territory 


District 


Locality 


Name of Monument Revenue plot numbers to be 

included under protection 


- 


- - 


- - - 


- 


- - - 


Daman & Diu 


Diu 


Diu Town 


Saint Paul s Church 

outside Fort, 


Part of survey ipoot No. 

33 /PTS / 90 as shown on the 
site plan reproduced below . 


- , 


- - - 


- - 


- - 


Area 


Boundaries 


Ownership 


Remarks 


3175 Sq.meters 


Confraria - de -nossa 
Senhora De Rosarie 


North : - Remaining portion of survey plot 
Number 33/PTS /90 
East : - Road 
South :- Road 
West :- - Survey plot number 10 /PTS/115 
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Mr II - TT 3 (ii ) 
- - - - AK S E 


HIT #TATUA : T 27. 1993/ 16, 1915 
- = :-_ - --- - - - - - - - - - H 


. = 


- = 


... --- 


- - - - 


- _ . - = 


-- - 


SITE PLAN OF ST. PAUL S CHURCH AT DIU 


CALL 


R 


-4 . I 


__ _ 


10 /PSD 


5 


PTS 


CHURCH 


ST PAUL 


LEA F075ED " O 


TEATION 


[No. 2 /15 /84 - M ] 
M .C . JOSHI, Director General 


- 


- - - - - - 


- - - 


- 


- 


- - 


-- 
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- - - 


- - 


- - 


- - 


- - - - 


- - - - - - 
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- - - - - - - - - - - - - - 
पर्यावरण एवं वन मंत्रालय 

पेट्रोलियम और केमिकल मंत्रालय 
नई दिल्ली , 1 मार्च, 1993 

मई दिल्ली, 10 मार्च, 1993 

का . प्रा . 634.- - जबकि केन्द्र सरकार यह अनुभव करती है कि 
का . प्रा . 633. ---जीव जंतु क्रूरता निवारण अधिनियम , 1960 ( 1960 मार्वजनिक हित में यह आवश्यक है कि पेट्रोलियम पदार्थ एवं प्राकृतिक गैस 
का 59 ) के खंड- 1 उपखए ( 3 ) द्वारा प्रदत्त शक्तियों का प्रयोग करते लाने के लिए बधनगीरी वेल नं . II - धोनी लिमिटेड, पी ओडयर तिरुनललार 
दुए केन्द्र सरकार एतवारा सिक्किम राज्य में उक्त अधिनियम के लामू पाइप लाइन परियो मना के अन्तर्गत पाइप लाएन गैम अथारिटी ग्राफ इण्डिया 
होने की तिथि 1 मार्च, 1993 निश्चित करती है । 

लिमिटेड द्वारा बिछापा जाना है । 
[ फाइल संख्या 26 - 12/ 90- ए सन्य] 

और यह भी अनुभव करती है कि उस कार्य मे लिये उसके माथ 
एम . एल , शर्मा, निदेशक ( जीव जन्तु कल्याण ) 

मलग्न विवरणी में निर्धारिस भूमि पर प्रयोक्ता का अधिकार ग्रहण 
करना प्रावश्यक है । 

प्रात :, पेट्रोलियम एवं खनिज पाइप लाइन ( भूमि पर प्रयोक्ता का 

अधिकार ग्रहण अधिनियम , 1962 ) ( 1962 का 50 ) के वए 3 के 
MINISTRY OF ENVIRONMENT AND FORESTS 

उप- खण्ड ( 1 ) वारा प्रदन शक्तियों का प्रयोग करते हुए केन्द्र सरकार 

एतदद्वाग उस पर प्रयोक्ता का अधिकार ग्रहण करने की मंशा की घोषणा 
New Delhi, the Ist Match, 1993 

करती है । 

बशर्ते कि उक्त भूमि में अपनी रुचि रखने वाला कोई भी व्यक्ति 
S. 0 , 633.- - In exercise of the powers conferred by sub 
section ( 3 ) of Section 1 of the Prevention of Cruelty to Ani 

अधिसूचना की तारीख मे 21 दिन के भीतर पाइप लाइन बिछाने के 
mals Act, 1960 ( 59 of 1960 ) , the Central Government here विरोध में अपनी प्रापत्ति सक्षम प्राधिकारी गंस प्रथारिटी ग्राफ इण्डिया 
by appoints the 1st day of March , 1993, as the date on which 

लिमिटेड कावेरी बेसिन, नीला मेलवएम पीरिक ग , नागपट्टिणम नाग 
the said Act shall come into force in the State of Sikkim . 

फायितेमिल्लत, जिला तमिलनाडू 611001 दर्ज कर मकता है । 

___ और ऐसी आपत्ति दर्ज कराते समय किसी भी व्यक्ति को विशेष 
[ F. No. 26 - 42 /90- AW ] रूप से निर्दिष्ट करना होगा कि वह व्यक्तिग , रूप से अथवा विधि 
M . L. SHARMA, Director ( Anirial Welfare ) 

व्यवसायिक के माध्यम से अपना मन करना चाहता है । 


अनुसूची 
बुवनगीरी वेल नं . II - - बीन्नी लिमिटेड ---पी , प्रोड्युर 


- 


- 


जनपद 


तहसील 


ग्राम 


सर्वे नं , 


विषरगण 


क्षेत्रफल 
एकड़ में 


- 


- 


- 


- - - 


- 


- 


- - 


- 


- . 


~ 


- 


- - - - - - 


तमिलनाडु 


चीतमबरम् 


आतिवरागनत्तम् 


131 / 1 
131 / 2 
131/ 4 
132/ 1ए 
132/ 4 ए 
132/ 5 ए 
132/ 6 ए 
124/ 1 
124/ 3 ए 
123 / 5 ए 
123/ 5 सी 
123/ 7 
123/ 8 ए 
123 / 8 बी 
123/ 9 ए 
123/ 13 
113/ 5 
113/ 6 ए 
113/ 7 


0 . 04. 0 
0 . 07. 5 
0 . 05. 0 
0 . 07 . 0 
0 . 01 . 5 
0 . 06 . 0 
0 . 00 . 5 
0 . 01 . 0 
0 . 14. 0 
0 . 00 . 5 
0 . 04. 5 
0 . 01 . 5 
0 . 02. 0 
0 . 01 . 0 
0 . 05 . 0 
0 . 02 . 5 
0 . 00. 5 
0 . 04 . 0 
0 . 02. 5 


0 . 10 
0 . 18 
0 . 12 
0 . 17 
0 . 04 
0 . 15 
0 . 01 
0 . 02 
0 . 35 
0 . 01 
0 . 11 
0 . 04 
0 . 05 
0 . 02 
0 . 12 
0 . 06 
0 . 01 
0 . 10 
0 . 06 


[ भाग I - - खंड 3 (ii) ] 
- -- -- -- - -- - - - - - - - - - - 

2 


1001 
- - : - - - 


- 


- - - 


. 


-. - - .. - - - - -- - - -- - 


- 


. 


- - - 


- . . - - 


- - - -- 


- 


- 


. - - - 


- -- - 


... 


- - - 


- - 


- - - - 


तमिलनाडु 


चीतमबरम् 


0 . 04 
0 . 01 
0 . 01 
0 . 09 
0 . 05 


0 . 04 


भारत का गजपन्न : मार्म 27, 1993/ चैन्न 6, 19 15 
- - - - -- - - - - - .. . - - - - - - - - - - - . ___ _ - - . - - - - 
3 

5 
- - - _ _ - - - 

- - - - - - - 
अतिवरागनत्तम् 113/ 8 0 . 01. 5 

113/ 10 0 . 00 . 5 
113/ 13 ए 0 . 00. 5 
113/ 14 ए 0 . 03. 5 
113/ 15. ए 0 . 02 . 0 
110 / 1 0 . 01 . 5 
110/ 2 0 . 01 , 5 
110/ 3 0 . 00 . 5 
110/ 5 0 . 00 . 5 
110/ 6 (0 . 00 . 5 
110/ 7 10 . 01. 0 
110 / 8 () . 01 . 0 
110/ 9 0 . 01 . 0 
110 / 10 0 . 01 . 5 
110/ 16 0 . 00 , 5 
99/ 1 

0 . 01 . 0 
99/ 2 

0 . 06. 0 
99/ 4 

0 . 02. 5 
99/ 5 0 . 01 . 0 
99/ 6 0 . 03. 5 
99/ 7 0 . 02. 0 
99/ 8 0 . 02. 0 


0 . 04 
0 . 01 
0 . 01 
0 . 01 
0 . 02 
0 . 02 
0 . 02 
0 . 04 
0 . 01 
0 . 02 
0 . 15 
0 . 06 
0 . 02 
0 . 09 
0 . 05 
0 . 05 


तमिलनाडु 


चीतमबरम् 


बहरायनपट्ट 


0 . 01 


0 . 00 . 5 
0 . 05. 0 
0 . 05 . 5 
0 . 02 . 5 


0 . 01 . 0 


70/ 1 
70/5ए 
70/ 5 बी 
70/6ए 
70/ 6बी 
70/ 4 
70/ 8ए 
70/ 8 बी 
70/ 8 सी 
70/ 8 डी 
70/ 9 
71 /6ए 
71/ 6 बी 
71 / 6 सी 
71/ 10 
120/ 5 सी 
120/ 5 डी 
120/ 5 एफ 
118/ 1 


0 . 03 . 0 
0 . 02 . 5 
0 . 01 . 5 
0 . 01. 0 
0 . 02 . 0 
0 , 00 . 5 
0 . 00. 5 
0 . 01 . 0 
0 . 05 . 0 
0 . 10 . 0 


0 . 12 
0 . 13 
0 . 06 
0 . 02 
0 . 08 
0 . 06 
0 . 04 
0 . 02 
0 . 05 
0 . 01 
0 . 01 
0 . 02 
0 . 12 
0 . 25 


तमिलनाडु 


पीतमबरम् 


अक्षसीकुटि 


0 . 03 . 0 
0 . 05 . 0 
0 . 10 , 0 
0 . 02 . 0 


0 . 08 
0 . 12 
0 . 25 
0 . 05 


- - - - - 


- 


- - 


- - - 


- - - - - - - - - - 


-- --- - -- - 


- 


-- - - - 


- 
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____ 1 2 3 

5 
- - - - - - - 

- - - - - . . - . 
तमिलनाडू चौतमबरम अक्षसीकुडि 

118/ 2 0 . 03 . 5 

0 . 09 
118/ 3ए 0 . 04 . 0 

0 . 10 
116/ 2 0 . 01 . 0 

0 . 02 


- 


- - 


- - 


- 


0 . 01 
0 . 05 


0 . 09 


116 / 3 
116 / 5 
116 / 6 
116/ 7 
116 / 8ए 
116 / 8 बी 
114 / 1 
114/ 2 
114/ 3 
113 / 3ए 
113/ 3 बी 
113/ 5 
112 /1ए 
112/ 1 बी 
112 / 2 
112/ 3 
112 / 4 
109/1ए 
109 /1बी 
109/ 2 
109/ 4 


0 . 07 
0 . 05 
0 . 02 
0 . 01 
0 . 16 
0 . 25 
0 . 20 
0 . 01 
0 . 06 


0 . 00 . 5 
0 . 02. 0 
0 . 03. 5 
0 . 03 . 0 
0 . 02 . 0 
0 . 01 . 0 
0 . 00 . 5 
0 . 06 . 5 
0 . 10 . 0 
0 . 08 . 0 
0 . 00 . 5 
0 . 02 . 5 
0 . 03 . 0 
0 . 01. 5 
0 . 02 . 5 
0 . 04. 0 
0 . 00 . 5 
0 . 08 . 0 
0 . 02. 0 
0 . 02 . 0 
0 . 03 . 0 
0 . 04. 0 
0 . 03 . 0 
0 . 02 . 5 
0 . 06 . 0 
0 . 04. 5 
0 . 02 . 0 
0 . 04 . 5 
0 . 03. 0 
0 . 03. 5 
0 . 07 . 0 
0 . 10 . 0 
0 . 05 . 5 
0 . 14. 0 
0 . 00 . 5 
0 . 06 . 5 
0 . 01 . 5 
0 . 00 . 5 
0 . 11 . 0 
0 . 02. 0 
0 . 03 . 0 
0 . 03 . 0 
0 . 04 . 5 


0 . 05 
0 . 08 
0 . 10 


4 / 6 
4 / 7 
4 / 9ए 
4/ 9 बी 
4 / 9 सी 
4 /9डी 


0 . 06 
0 . 15 
0 . 11 
0 . 05 
0 . 11 
0 . 08 
0 . 09 


8 / 2 


8 / 4ए 
8/ 5ए 
8 / 5 बी 
9/ 1 श्री 
9/ 2 
9 / 3 


1 / 2 


19 / 5 
19/ 6 सी 
19 / 9 
14 / 1 
11 / 7 
11 / 9 
11/ 11 


0 . 14 
0 . 34 
0 . 01 
0 . 16 
0 . 04 
0 . 01 
0 . 27 
0 . 05 
0 . 08 
0 . 08 
0 . 11 


1003 


[aavat Ily 
- - - - - _ = - 


3 ( ii ) ] 
- - - - - - - 
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. = 


- 


- 


= 


- 


- - = 

3 


1 


- 


- - - 


6 
- 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- 


तमिलनाडू 


चौतमबरम 


अक्षसीकुडि 


- - - - 

0 . 00. 5 
0 . 00 . 5 
0 . 07 . 5 
0 . 08 . 5 
0 . 07 . 0 
0 . 04 . 0 
0 , 21 . 5 


मिलनाडू 


घोतमबरम 


11/ 12 
10/ 8 
10 / 9 
190/ 1 
190 /2247 
192 / 10 
197 / 2 


पी० ओडयूर 


0 . 01 
0 . 01 
0 . 18 
0 . 21 
0 . 17 
0 . 10 

0 . 53 
7 . 311 . 14016 / 1/ 92 _ 1 . . ] 

राजीव महर्षि , निदेशक 


- - - - - - - - - - - - 


- 


- 


- 


--- ---- -- 


- 


- 


- - - -- 


- 


- 


- 


--- - 


- 


MINISTRY OF PETROLEUM & CHEMICALS 


Now , therefore , in exercise of the powers conferred by 
Sub - section ( 1 ) of the Section 3 of the Petroleum and Mine 
rats Pipeline (Acquisition of Right of User in the land ) Act , 
1962 intention 10 acquire the right of user therein : 


New Delhi, the 10th March , 1993 


$ . O . 634 . -- Whereas it appears to the Central Govern 
ent that it is necossary in the Public interest that for the 
ansport of Petroleum Gas from Bhuvanagiri Well No . 2 to 
inny Ltd ., B . Odaiyur in Tamil Nadu State pipeline should 
? laid by thc Gas Authority of India Ltd . 


Provided that any person interested in the said land may , 
within 21 days from the date of this notiſication , object to 
the laying of the pipeline under the land to the Competent 
Authority , Gas Authority of Tndia Llu ., Cauvery Project, 
Nagapattinam ( Pin -611001 ) ; 


And whereas it appears that for the purpose of laying such 
incline, it is necessary to acquire the right of user in tho 
nd described in the schedule annexed hereto , 


And every person making such as objection shall also state 
Specifically where he wishes to be hear in person or by legal 
firactitioner. 


SCHEDULE 
Bhuvanagiri Well No. 2 to Binny Ltd ., B . Odaiyur, 
Taluk Village No. & Survey No . 

Dato 


- 


- 


- 


- 


. . 


- - - 


- - 


- 


- 


- 


- - 


- - - 


- 


Stato 


District 


Arca Remarks 
- - - - - - -- - - - 
In Hectares In Acres 


- - - 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- - - - 


- - 


-- - - - 


- - 
3 
- 


- 


Tamil Nadu 


South Arcot 


Chidambaram 


37 – Adivaraha . 
Qatham 


131 / 1 
131 / 2 
131 /4 
132 /1A 
132 /4A 
132 /5A 
132 /64 
324 / 1 
124/ 3A 
123 /5A 
123 /5C 
123 / 7 
123/8A 
123 / 8B 
123 /9A 
123/13 
113 /5A 
113 /6A 
113 / 7 
113 / 8 
113/ 10 
113 / 13A 
113 / 14A 
113 /15A 
110 / 1 
110 / 2 
110 / 3 
110 / 5 
110 /6 
110 / 7 


0 . 04 . 0 
0 . 07 . 5 
0 .05 . 0 
0 . 07 . 0 
0 . 01. 5 
0 . 06 . 0 
0 . 00 . 5 
0 .01. 0 
0 . 14 . 0 
0 . 00 , 5 
0 . 04 . 5 
0 . 01 . 5 
0 . 02 . 0 
0 .01. 0 
10 .05. 0 
0 . 02 . 5 
0 . 00 . 5 
0 . 04 . 0 
0 . 02 , 5 
0 . 01 . 5 
0 . 00 . 5 
0 . 05, 5 
0 . 03. 5 
0 .02 . 0 
0 . 01 . 5 
0 . 01. 5 
0 . 00 . 5 
0 . 00 . 5 
0 . 00 . 5 
0 . 01, 0 


0 . 10 
0 . 18 
0 . 12 
0 . 17 
0 . 04 
0 . 15 
0 . 01 
0 . 02 
0 . 35 
0 . 01 
0 . 11 
0 . 04 
0 . 0 $ 
0 . 02 

0 . 12 
0 . 06 
0 . 01 
0 . 10 
0 . 06 
0 . 04 
0 . 01 
0 .01 
0 . 09 
0 .05 
0 . 04 
0 . 04 
0 .01 
0 .01 
0 . 01 
0 .02 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- - 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- - . - - - - 


- - 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- - - 


- - - - - 


- 


- 
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3 

4 
- 
South Arcot Chidambatam 37 -- Adivar hanathem 110 /8 

110 /9 
110 / 10 
110 / 16 
99 / 1 


Tamilnadı 


99/ 2 


0 01. 0 
0 . 01. 0 
0 .01 . 5 
0 . 01 . 5 
0 . 01). 0 
0 . 06 . 0 
0 . 02 . 5 
0 . 01. 0 
0 . 03 . 5 
0 . 02 . 0 
0 . 02 . 0 


0 02 
0 . 02 
0 . 04 
0 . 01 
0 . 02 
0 . 15 
0 . 06 
0 . 02 
0 . 09 
0 . 05 
0 . 05 


99/4 
99/5 
99 /6 
99/7 
99 /8 


Tamil Nadu 


South arcot 


Chidambarann 


19 – Vandarayunpattu 


70 / 1 
70 /SA 
70 /58 
70 /6A 
70 /6B 
70 /4 
70 /8A 
70/ 8B 
70 /8C 
70 /8D 
70/9 
71 /6A 
71 /6B 
71 /6C 
71/ 10 


0 . 00 , 5 
0 . 05 . 0 
0 . 05 . 5 
0 . 02 . 5 
0 . 01 , 0 
0 . 03 . 0 
0 . 02 . 5 
0 . 01 . 5 
0 . 01. 0 
0 . 02. 0 
0 . 00 .5 
0 . 00 . 5 
0 . 01 . 0 
0 . 05 . 0 
0 . 10 , 0 


0 . 01 
0 . 12 
0 . 13 
0 . 06 
0 . 02 
0 . 08 
0 . 06 
0 . 04 


0 .02 


0 . 05 
0 . 01 
0 .01 


0 . 02 


0 . 12 
0 . 25 


Tamil Nadu 


South Arcot 


Chidambaram 


18 - Azhichikudi 


0 .08 
0 . 12 
0 . 25 
0 .05 
0 . 09 
0 . 10 
0 . 02 
0 . 01 
0 . 05 
0 . 09 
0 . 07 


0 . 05 


120 /5C 
120 / 5D 
120 / 5F 
118 / 1 
118 / 2 
118/ 3A 
116 / 2 
116 /3 
116 /5 
116 /6 
116 / 7 
116 /8A 
116/8B 
114 / 1 
1142 
114 / 3 
113 /3A 
113 / 35 
113 /5 
112 / 1A 
112 /11 
112 / 2 
11213 
112 /4 
109 / 1A 
109 / 18 
109 / 2 
109 /4 
4 /4 
4 /6 
4 /7 
4 /9A 
4 /9B 
4 /9C 
4 /9D 


0 . 03 . 0 
0 . 05 . 0 
0 . 10 . 0 
0 .02. 0 
0 . 03 . 5 
0 . 04 . 0 
0 . 01 . 0 
0 . 00 . 5 
0 . 02 . 0 
0 . 03 . 5 
0 . 03 . 0 
0 . 02 . 0 
0 .01 . 0 
0 . 00 . 5 
0 . 06 . 5 
0 . 10 . 0 
0 . 08 . 0 
0 . 00 . 5 
0 . 02. 5 
0 . 03 . 0 
0 . 01 . 5 
0 . 02 . 5 
0 . 04 . 0 
0 . 00 . 5 
0 .08 . 0 
0 . 02 . 0 
0 , 02. 0 
0 . 03 . 0 
0 . 04 . 0 
0 . 03 , 0 
0 . 02 . 5 
0 . 06 . 0 
0 . 04 . 5 
0 . 02 . 0 
0 . 04 , 5 
0 . 03 . 0 
0 . 03 , 5 
0 .07 . 0 


0 . 02 
0 . 01 
0 , 16 
0 . 25 
0 . 20 
0 .01 
0 . 06 
0 . 08 
0 , 04 
0 . 06 
0 , 10 
0 .01 
0 , 20 
0 .05 
0 .05 


0 . 08 


0 . 10 
0 . 08 
0 . 06 
0 . 15 
0 . 11 
0 . 05 
0 . 11 
0 .08 
0 . 09 
0 . 17 


8 /2 


8 /4A 
8 / 5A 


- 


- 


- - - - 


- 


- - 


- 


- - 


- 


- 


- - - 


- 
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- 


_ - 


- - . 


- - -- 


- - - 


- - - 


- -- 


-. . . . 


. - ..-- 


- - 


- - 


- - 


Tanmil Nadu 


- - . - -- - - 
Chidambaran 


- 
18 - Azhichikudi 


Sulh dicit 


8/ 53 
9 / 1B 


0 . 25 
() , 14 


9/ 2 


0. 34 


(0 . 10. 0 
0 . 05 . 5 
0 . 14. 0 
(0 . 00 . 5 
(0 . 06. 5 
0 . 01 . 5 
0 . 00 . 5 
0 . 11 . 0 
0 . 02 . 0 
0 . 03 . 0 
0 . 03. 0 
0 . 04 . 5 
0 . 00 . 5 
0 . 00 . 5 
(0 . 07. 5 

0 . 08 . 5 
0 . 07. 0 
0 . 04 . 0 
0 . 02. 1 . 5 


9/ 3 
1/ 2 
19/ 5 
19 /6C 
19/ 9 
14 / 1 
11 / 7 
11 / 9 
11 / 11 
11 / 12 
10 / 8 

10/ 9 
190 / 1 
190/ 2B 
192 /IA 
197/ 2 


0 . 01 
10 , 16 
0 . 04 
(0. 01 
(0 .27 
0 . 05 
() . 08 
0 . 08 


0 . 11 


0 . 01 


0 . 01 
0 . 18 
0 . 21 


Tamil Nadu 


South Arcot 


Chidambaram 


20 — B Odaiyur 


0 . 17 


0 . 10 
0 . 53 


शुद्धि पत्र 

नई दिलनी, 10 मार्च, 1993 
ना . प्रा 5 .- - भारत गाकार में गजपत्र दिनाक 11- 05- 85 के भाग- 2 , 
एवण- 3, उपमा ( ii ) के पृष्ठ सं . 240 4 पर प्रकाशित भारत मग्कार 
को पेशालिग एवं प्राकृतिक गैस मंत्रालय की खनिग पास लाइन के 
( भूमि के रूपयोग के अधिकार का प्रर्जन ) अधिनियम में . 1962 
( 19915 2 का 50) की धारा 6 की उपधारा ( 1 ) के अपोत मारी की गयी 
शधिसूचना में . का . पा . 2006 दिनाक 11- 05- 85 ग्राम -मौगवा , 
परगना -मौगवां, नहमील पुरवा, जिला उन्नाय की प्रकाशित गूवी के स्तम्भ 
5 4 में गाटा मं . 208 गधा 0- 1- 0 के स्थान पर गाटा म . 258 

या 0- 1- 0 तथा गाटा सं . 209 रक्या 1- 2- 0 के स्थान पर गाटा 
म . 259 रकबा 0- 1 8- 10 पला जाय । 

[ म . 014016/ 01/ 92 - जी . पी ] 

गजीव महपि , निदेशक 
CORRIGENDUM 

New Delhi, thes 10th March, 1993 
S . O . 635.- - In the Gazette of India , Ministry of Petroleum 

l Natural Gls No . S . O . 4056 dated 1st December , 1984 
mublished on 1st December , 1984 at page No . 3696 in volumc 
. post- 3 under sub -section (1) of Section 3 of the Petrolcun 
and Mincral Pipeline (Acquisition of right of users in Jund ) 
Act, 1962 ( 50 of 1962 ) of village Mauravin , Pargana - Mau 
1: 21 .717 , Tehsil- Purwa , District Unno, in coluinns 5 & 6 be read 
IS plot No. 258 ArCu 0 - 1 - 0 instead of plot No. 208 area 
0 - 1 - 0) und plut No. 259 arcu 0 - 19 - 0 instead of plot No. 209 
arca 1 - 2 - 0 . 

INo. 014016 / 1 / 92 - GP. ] 
RAJIV MEHRISHI, Director 


INo. 0 -14016/1/ 92 GP] 
RAJIV M.3 HRISHI , Director 

शुद्धिपत्र 

नई दिल्ली, 10 मार्च, 1993 
का . या . 63G.- .- भारत सरकार के राजपत दिनांक 12-11-88 के भाग - 2 , 
खार- 3, उपान ( 2 ) के पूरः मं . 41 47 पर प्र TI भारत सरकार 
के गेट्रोलियम एवं प्राकृतिक गैस मंत्रालय को यनि । पाइस लाइन के 
( भूमि के उपयोग के अधिकार का अर्जन ) अधिनियम सं . 1962 ( 1962 
का 50 ) की धाग 7 की उपधारा ( 1 ) के अधीन जारी की गयी 
अधिमूचना नं . का प्रा . 3379 दिनांक 27 - 10- 88 ग्राम- छोलम , 
परगना व महमीन - दादरी जिला - गाजियावाद भी प्रकाशित सूजी के साम्भ 
6 में गाटा गं . 366 रसया 0 - 16- 10 के स्थान पर 365 रसमा 
() - 16-- 10 पड़ा जाय । 

[ संख्या 0140 1 6/ 1/ 92 जी . पी 

राजीव महर्षी, निवेशक 
CORRIGENDUM 

New Delhi, the 10th March, 1993 
S. O . 636.---.In the Gazette of India, Ministry of Petroleuni 
and Natural Gas No. S .O . 3379 dated 27th October, 1988 
published on 12th November, 1988 at page No. 4147 in 
volume 2 , par [ - 3 under sub -section ( i ) of Section 3 of the 
Petroleuîn and Minctal Pipeline ( Acquisition of right of users 
in luni) Act, 1962 ( 50 of 1962) of Village Chhoius, pargana 
& telisil-Dadri, District Ghaziabad in column 6 be l catlas 
plot No. 365 aren 0 - 6 - 10 instead of plot No . 366 area 0- 6- 10 . 


[ No. 014016/1 / 92 - G. P.] 
RATIV MEHRISHI, Director 


नई दिल्ली , 10 मार्च, 1993 
ना०या० 637 :-- - जबकि केन्द्र सरकार यह अनुभव करती है कि सार्वजनकि हिन में यह प्रावश्यक है कि पेट्रोलियम 
पदार्थ पत्र प्राकृतिक गैस लाने के लिये नारनगम फैिन केमि मनिनन्लार । पाइप लाइन परियोजना के अन्तर्गत पाइप लाइन गैस 
अथारिटी ऑफ इण्डिया लिमिटेड द्वारा बिछाया जाना है । 

___ और यह भी अनुभव करती है कि उना कार्य के लिये उनके माथ मनग्न विपरणीप में निर्धारित भूमि पर प्रयोमा का 
अधिकार ग्रहण करना आवश्यक है । 

प्रतः , पेट्रोलियम एवं खनिज पाइप लाइन ( भमि पर प्रयोक्ता का अधिकार ग्रहण अधिनियम, 1962 ( 1962 का 50) 
के खण्ड 3 के उपखण्ड ( 1 ) द्वारा प्रदत्त शक्तियों का प्रयोग करते हए केन्द्र सरकार एतद्वारा उस पर प्रयोक्ता का अधिकार ग्रहण 
करने की मंशा की घोषणा करती है । 
629 GI / 93 - 7 
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बशर्ते कि उक्त भूमि में अपनी रुचि रखने वाला कोई भी व्यक्ति अधिसूचना की तारीख से 21 दिन के भीतर भूमिगत 
पाइप लाइन बिछाने के विरोध में अपनी आपत्ति संक्षेप प्राधिकारी गैस अथारिटी आफ इण्डिया लिमिटेड कावेरी बेसिन नीला मलबम 
पोक्कि सड़क , नागप्पट्टिणम नागै कयितेमिल्लत जिला तमिलनाडु - 611 001 दर्ज करा सकता है । 


और ऐसी आपत्ति दर्ज कराते समय किसी भी व्यक्ति को विशेष रूप से निर्दिष्ट करना होगा कि वह व्याक्तिगत रूप से 
अथवा विधि व्यावसायक के माध्यम से अपना मत करना चाहता है । 

अनुसूची 


नारिमण्म -स्पिक फैन केमिकल्स गैस पाइप लाइन प्रोजेक्ट 

ग्राम 

सर्वे नं० 


जनपद 


तहसील 


क्षेत्रफल 


विपरण 


हेक्टे० 


एकड़ में 


- - - 


2 


- 1 
तमिलनाडु 


नन्निलम 


0 . 00 . 

5 


0 


. 01 


तमिलना 


नलिलम 


34 
120-कुत्तालम 36/ 11 
118-एरबानचेरि 218 / 1 बी 

218/ 122 
218/ 1ए 3 
218 2 
217/ 4 
219/ 2 
219/ 3ए1 
220/ 1 
220/ 2 
220 / 3 
221/ 2 
116/ 1 
115 / 1 ए 
115/ 2 
115/ 3 
114 / 2 
114/ 3 


0 . 01 
0 . 05 
0 . 27 
0 . 02 

0 . 12 
0 . 27 
0 . 01 

0 . 12 
0 . 26 
0 . 22 
0 . 12 
0 . 22 


0 . 00 . 5 
0 . 02. 0 
0 . 11. 0 
0 . 01 . 0 
0 . 05 . 0 
0 . 11. 

0 
0 . 00 . 

5 
0 . 0 5 . 0 
0 . 10 . 5 
0 . 90 . 0 
0 . 05 . 0 
0 . 09 . 0 
0 . 17 . 0 
0 . 08. 0 
0 . 02 . 5 
0 . 01 . 0 
0 . 00 . 5 
0 . 00 . 5 
0 . 01 . 5 
0 . 23. 5 
0 . 04 . 0 
0 . 06 . 0 
0 . 02, 0 
0 . 03. 0 
0 . 01 . 0 


0 . 42 


0 . 20 
0 . 06 
0 . 02 
0 . 01 
0 . 01 
0 . 04 
0 . 58 


2/ 4बी 


0 . 05 


1 / 4 


0 . 08 
0 . 02 


1 / 7 


तमिलनाडू 


नन्निलम 


62-तिट्टचेरि 


223/ 2बी 
223/ 7बी 
223/ 6ए/ 7ए 
224/ 1 
224/ 2 
224/ 3 
224/ 4 
224/ 5 


0 . 00 . 5 
0 . 06 . 0 
0 . 12 . 0 
0 . 06 . 0 
0 . 03 . 0 
0 . 02. 0 
0 . 04 . 0 
0 . 00 . 5 


0 . 01 
0 . 15 
0 . 30 
0 . 15 
0 . 07 
0 . 05 
0 . 10 
0 . 01 


to 


[ भाग II --- 
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D 


- 


- . 


- 


- . 


- 


- 


2 


तमिलनाडु 


ननिलम 


62-तिट्टचेरि 


224 / 7 
225/17 
225/ 23 
225/ 24 
235/ 2 
235/ 3 
227 / 10 
227/ 11 
227/ 12 
227/ 14 
227/ 15 
227/ 16 
227/ 17 
228/ 1बी 
228/ 2 
228 / 3 
228/ 4 
228/ 5 
228/ 10 
228/ 11 
229/ 2 
229/ 4 
229/ 5 
229/ 6 
229 / 7 
229/ 8 
229/ 18 
171/ 3 
171/ 6 
164/ 2ए 
164/ 2 बी 
164/ 3 
164/ 4 
164/ 5 
164/ 6 
164/ 7 
165/ 8बी 
163/ 4 
163/ 6 
163/ 7 
163/ 10ए 
163 / 10बी 
163/ 10सी 
163/ 11ए 
162/ 4 
162/ 6ए 
162/ 6बी 


0 . 01 . 0 0 . 02 
0 . 06. 

5 0 . 16 
0 . 00 . 5 0 . 01 
0 . 03. 5 0 . 09 
0 . 06 . 5 0 . 16 
0 . 01 . 5 0 . 04 
0 . 00 . 5 0 . 01 
0 . 05 . 0 0 , 12 
0 . 05 . 5 

0 . 13 
0 . 03. 5 0 . 09 
0 . 03. 5 0 . 09 
0 . 03. 5 0 . 09 
0 . 01 . 5 0 . 04 
0 . 06 . 0 0 . 15 
0 . 00 . 5 

0 . 01 
0 . 03. 0 0 . 07 
0 . 03. 0 0 . 07 
0 . 02 . 0 0 . 05 
0 . 06 . 0 0 . 15 
0 . 00 . 5 0 . 01 
0 . 00 . 5 0 . 01 
0 . 02 . 0 0 . 05 
0 . 04 . 5 0 . 11 
0 . 00 . 5 0 . 01 
0 . 02. 0 0 . 05 
0 . 00 . 5 0 . 01 
0 . 03. 0 0 . 07 
0 . 03. 0 0 . 07 
0 . 11 . 0 0 . 27 
0 . 03. 0 0 . 07 
0 . 08. 5 0 . 21 
0 . 03. 0 0 . 07 
0 . 06 . 0 0 . 15 
0 . 03 . 0 0 . 07 
0 . 04. 0 0 . 10 
0 . 02 . 0 0 . 05 
0 . 01 . 5 0 . 04 
0 . 04. 0 0 . 10 
0 . 00 . 5 0 . 01 
0 . 03. 0 0 . 07 
0 . 01 . 0 0 . 02 
0 . 05 . 0 0 . 12 
0 . 01 . 0 0 . 02 
0 . 00 . 5 0 . 01 
0 . 03 . 5 0 . 09 
0 . 03. 0 0 . 07 
0 . 00 . 

5 0 . 01 
[संख्या 014016/ 1/ 92-जी०पी० ] 

राजीव महषि , निवेशक 
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New Delhi, the 10th March , 1993 

Tuw , therefore , in cxcrcise of the powers conferred by 

Suizsection ( 1 ) of the Seccion 3 of the Petroleum anel Minc 
SO 637 ....-Whereas it appears to the Central Govein 

: s Pipeline ( Acquisition of Right of User in the lanıl ) Act, 
iment that it is necessary in the Public interest that for the 

1962 intention to acquire the right of wer therein . 
transport of Petroleum Gas from Kuthalam (Group Gather 

Provided thaí any rersei interested in the suit 13nd muy , 
INR Station , Narimanom ) in Tunil Nadu State to Thirunallar 
( Spic Hinc Chemicals Ltd . ) in Pondicherry Statc detuued pior 

Vilius, 21 days from the date of this notification , object to 

the lulule of the pipeline under the land to the Computent 
tion ) Pireline should he laid by the Gas Authority of India 

Authority , Gas Authority of India Ltd ., Cauvery Project, 
Ltd ., 

Nachnattinam ( Pin -611001) ; 


And whereas it appears that for the purpose of laying such 
Tipclins, it is necessary to acquire the right of user in the 
1:2110 described in the schedule annexed hcreio , 


Anil overv person making such as objection shall also state 
specfically whether he wishes to be heard in person or by 
legal practitioner . 


SCHEDULE 


- 


- 


- - - 


- - 


- - 


-- - 


- - - - - 
State 


G .G .S. Narimanam -Spic Fine Chemicals Ltd ., Thirunallar Gas P /L Project . 

- - - 
District Taluk Village No. & Survey Nos. 

Arca 
Name 

In Hectares 


In Acre 


Cent 


- - - 


- - 


- 


- - - - 


- 


- . - - - - 


- - - - . . .- . . - 


. - 


- - 


- - - - - - 


- . - . - - - 


Tamil Nadu 


Nannilam 


Nagapattinam 
Quaid - e -Millith 


120 Kuthalam 


36. 11 


0. 00 . 5 


0 .01 


. 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- 


Tamil Nadu 


Ninnilam 


Nagapattinam 
Quajil- E - Milleth 


- - - - - - -- - - 
118 — Eravanjci 218 / 1B 000 5 

218 / 1A : 

01 .02. 0) 
21811A3 0110 
218 / 2 

001 0 
217 /4 

0 . 05 . 0 
219 / 2 

0 . 11. 0 
219 / 3A1 0 .00 . 5 
220 / 1 

( 05. 0 
220 / 2 

0 . 10 . 5 
220 / 3 

0 . 09 . 0 
221 / 2 

0 . 05 . 0 
116 / 1 

0 . 09 . 0 
115 /1A 

0 . 17 0 
115 / 2 

0 08 . 0 
115 / 3 

0 .02. 5 
114 / 2 

0 01. 0 
114 / 3 

0 00 . 5 
121 — Gopurajapuram 2 /413 

0 . 00 . 5 
4 / 1 

0 01 . 5 
0 . 23 5 
0 . 040 

0 . 060) 
1 / 2 

09 .02 ) 

0 . 03 . 0 
1 /7 

0 .01 . 0 


- - - - - 
001 

0 . 05 
0 . 27 
002 
0 . 12 
027 
0 .01 
( 12 
0 . 26 
0 .22 
0 . 12 
0 . 22 
0 . 42 
0 . 20 
0 . 06 
002 
001 


Tanil Nadu 


Nagapattnam 
Quaid - E -Milleth 


Nannilam 


0 .01 
07. 04 
() 58 
( 10 
0 . 15 
0 05 
0 .08 
0 . 02 


Tamil Nadu 


Nannilam 


62 — Thiltacliery 


0 .01 


Nigaarttinam 
Quaid-e -Milleth 


0 15 
0 . 30) 
0 . 15 
0 . 07 


0 . 05 


223/2B 
223 /7B 
223 /64/ 7A 
2 .14 / 1 
224 /2 
224 / 3 
224 /4 
224 / 5 
2 : 47 
125/ 17 
225 /23 
225 /24 
235/ 2 
235 / 3 
227 /10 
227 / 11 


0 . 00 . 5 
0 . 06 0 
0 . 12 . 0 
0 . 06 . 0 
0 .03. 0 
0 . 02. 0 
0 .04 . 0) 
0 . 00 . 5 
0 . 01 . 0 
0 . 06 . 5 
0 00 . 5 
0 .03 . 5 
0 . 06 . 5 
0 . 01. 5 
0 .00 5 
0 .05 . 0 


0 . 10 
001 
0 .02 


016 


O 01 
0 . 09 
0 . 16 
0 .04 
001 
0 . 12 


- - 


- 


. 


1009 


[ भाग II - - खंड 3 (ii)] 
- - - - - - - - -- -- - - - 


भारत की राजपन्न : मार्च 27, 1993/ चत्र 6, 19 15 
- - - - - --- - - - - . .- -- . - -- - - - - - - 


. . . 


- 


- - 


- 


- - . - - - - - - - 


-- 


-- - - 


Ta nil No.14 Nagmattinam Nunilain? 62 - Thattcherry 227 /12 0 . 05 . 5 

0 . 13 
Qilli : c - e- Milleth 

227/14 (0. 03 . 5 0 . 09 
227/ 15 

0 . 03 . 5 009 
227/16 0 . 03 . 5 0 . 09 
227/ 17 001 . 5 0 . 04 
228 /1R 0 . 06 . 0 

0 . 15 
228 / 2 0 . 00. 5 

0 . 01 
228 / 3 

(0 . 03 . 0 0 . 07 
22.8 / 4 0 . 03 . 0 

0 . 07 
228/ 5 (0 . 02 . 0 

0 . 05 
228/10 0 . 06. 0 

(0 . 15 
228/ 11 

(0 . 00 . 5 001 
229 / 2 0 . 00 . 5 

0 . 01 
229 / 4 0 . 02 . 0 

0 . 05 
229/ 5 

0 . 04 5 0 1 ] 
229 / 6 0 . 00 . 5 

(0 . 01 
229/ 7 

0 . 02 . 0 0 . 05 
229/ 8 

0 . 00 . 5 (0 . 01 
229 / 18 

0 . 03. 0 0 .07 
171/ 3 

(0 . 30 . 0 (0 . 07 
171 / 6 0 . 11 . 0 

0 . 27 
16-1/ 2A 0 . 03 . 0 0 .07 
164 / 2B 

0 08 . 5 0 . 21 
164 / 3 

0 . 03 . 0 007 
164/ 4 

0 . 06 . 0 0 .15 
164/ 5 0 . 03 . 0 

0 . 07 
164 / 6 0 . 04 . 0 

0 . 10 
164/ 7 

0 . 02. 0 0 . 05 
165/ 8B 

0 . 01 . 5 0 .04 
163/ 4 0 . 04 . 0 

0 . 10 
163 / 6 

0 . 00. 5 001 
163 / 7 0 . 03 . 0 

0 . 07 
163 / 10A 0 . 01 . 0 (0 . 02 
163 / 10B 0 . 05 . 0 

0 . 12 
163/ 10C (0 . 10 . 0 

0 . 02 
163 / 11A 0 . 00 . 5 

0 . 01 
162/ 4 0 . 03 . 5 

0 . 09 
162 / 6A 0 . 03 . 0 0 .07 
162 /6B 0 . 00 . 5 

0 . 01 
- - -- - - - - - - - - 

INo . 014016/ 01/ 92- G . P .] 

RAJIV MAHRISHI , Director 
नई दिल्ली , 10 मार्च, 1993 
का . प्रा . 6381 जबकि केन्द्र सरकार यह अनुभव करती है कि सार्वजनिक हित में यह आवश्यक है कि पैट्रोलियम पदार्थ 
एवं प्राकृतिक गैस लाने के लिए एच . बी . जे . पाशलाइन परियोजना के अन्तर्गत एक पाइप लाइन गैस अथारिटी आफ इंडिया लिमिटेड 
द्वारा बिछाई जानी है । 

और यह भी अनुभव करती है कि उस कार्य के लिए इसके साथ संलग्न विवरणी में निर्धारित भूमि पर प्रयोक्ता का अधिकार 
ग्रहण करना आवश्यक है । 

अतः पैट्रोलियम एवं खनिज पाइप लाइन ( भूमि पर प्रयोक्ता का अधिकार ग्रहण अधिनियम, 1962 ( 1962 का 50 ) के 
खंड 3 के उपखंड ( 1 ) द्वारा प्रदत्त शक्तियों का प्रयोग करते हुए केन्द्र सरकार एतदद्वारा उस पर प्रयोक्ता के अधिकार ग्रहण करने 
की मंशा की घोषणा करती है । 

बशर्ते कि उक्त भूमि में अपनी रुचि रखने वाले कोई भी व्यक्ति अधिसूचना की तारीख से 21 दिन के भीतर भूमिगत 
पाइपलाइन बिछाने के विरोध में अपनी आपत्ति सक्षम प्राधिकारी , गैस अथारिटी माफ इंडिया लि . , एच , बी . जे . पाइप लाइन परि 
योजना, विकासदीप बिल्डिंग, 22 स्टेशन रोड , लखनऊ - 2260 19, उ . प्र . में दर्ज करा सकता है । 


और ऐसी आपत्ति दर्ज कराते समय किसी भी व्यक्ति को यह विशेष रूप से निर्दिष्ट करना होगा कि वह व्यक्तिगत रूप से 
अथवा विधि व्यवसायिक के माध्यम से अपना मत प्रस्तुत करना चाहता है । 
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- - - - - - - - 


- - - - - 


- -- - 


- - 


- -- - -- - - - - -- - 


- 


- 


- - 


- 


- 


- 


- - - 


- 


- 


- - 


- 


- -- - 


- -- - - 


अनुपूरक वाद अनुसूची 
एच . बी . जे . गैस पाइप लाइन प्रोजेक्ट 


- -- - - - - - - - -- - - -- - - 


- - 


- - - - - - - - - 


जनपद 


परगना 


तहसील 
- - - -- 


ग्राम 


गाटा सं . 


- - -- - - - - - - - - - -- -- 


- - 


- - - -- - 


क्षेत्रफल 
- - - - -- -- - - --- - - 

6 


विवरण 
- - - - - - -- -- - -- 

7 


- - - - - 


इटावा 


प्रोग्या 


औरया 


प्रानेपुर 


0 . 44 


- 


- 


- 


[ सं . ओ . - 14016/ 1/ 92 - जी . पी . ] 

राजीव महर्षि , निदेशक 


rals Pipeline (Acquisition of Right of User in the land ) Act, 
1962 ( 50 of 1962 ), the Central Government hereby declares 
its intention to acquire the right of used therein ; 


New Delhi, the 10th March , 1993 
S .O . 638 . — Whereas it appears to the Central Govern 
ment that it is necessary in the Public interest that for the 
transport of Petroleum and Natural Gas of HBJ pipeline 
project a pipeline should he laid by thc Gas Authority of 
I ndia Limited . 


Provided that any person interested in the said land may, 
within 21 days from the date of this notification , object to 
the laying of the pipeline under the land to the Competent 
Authority , Gas Authority of India Ltd ., HBJ Project, Vikas 
Dcep Building , 22 - Station Rond , Lucknow-226019, U . P . 


And whereas it appears that for the purpose of laying such 
Pipeline, it is necessary to acquire the right of user in tlio 
land described in tho schedule annexed hereto . 


Now, therefore , in exercise of the powers conferred by 
Sub - section ( 1 ) of the Section 3 of the Petroleum and Mine 


And overy person making such an objection shall also stato 
specifically where he wishes to be hear in person or by legal 
rructitioner . 


Supplementary Case (Schedule) 

H. B.J. Gas Pipeline Project 


District 


Tehsil 


Pargana 


Village 


Plot No. 


Area in 


Remarks 


acres 


3 


5 


6 


2 
Auriya 


Etawah 


Auriya 


Aneypur 


284 


0 . 44 


[ No . 0 - 14016/ 1/ 92- GP ] 
KAJIV MEHRISHI, Director 


नई दिल्ली , 10 मार्च, 1993 


का . प्रा . 639 - - यतः पेट्रोलियम और खनिज पाइप लाइन ( भूमि में उपयोग के अधिकार का अर्जन ) अधिनियम 1962. 
( 1962 का 50 ) की धारा 3 की उपधारा ( 1 ) के अधीन भारत सरकार के पेट्रोलियम एवं प्राकृतिक गैस अधिसूचना का . प्रा . 
सं . 2072 तारीख 3- 8-92 द्वारा केन्द्रीय सरकार ने उस अधिसूचना से संलग्न अनुमूची में विनिर्दिष्ट भमियों के उपयोग के अधिकार 
को पाइप लाइनों को बिछाने के लिए अजित करने का अपना प्राशय घोषित कर दिया था । 

और यतः सक्षम प्राधिकारी ने उक्त अधिनियम की धारा 6 की उपधारा ( 1 ) के अधीन सरकार को रिपोर्ट दे दी है । 

और भागे यतः केन्द्रीय सरकार ने उक्त रिपोर्ट पर विचार करने के पश्चात इस अधिसूचना से संलग्न अनुसूची में विनिर्दिष्ट 
भूमियों में उपयोग का अधिकार अर्जित करने का विनिश्चय किया है । 

अब अतः उक्त अधिनियम की धारा 6 की उपधारा ( 1 ) द्वारा प्रदत्त शक्ति का प्रयोग करते हुए केन्द्रीय सरकार एतद्वारा 
घोषित करती है कि इस अधिसूचना में संलग्न अनुसूची विनिर्दिष्ट उक्त भूमियों में उपयोग का अधिकार पाइप लाइन बिछाने के प्रयोजन 
के लिए एतद द्वारा अर्जित किया जाता है । 

और आगे उस धारा की उपधारा ( 4 ) द्वारा प्रदत्त शक्तियों का प्रयोग करते हुए केन्द्रीय सरकार निर्देश देती है कि उक्त 
भमियों में उपयोग का अधिकार केन्द्रीय सरकार में निहित होने के बजाय भारतीय गैस प्राधिकरण लि . में सभी बाधामों से महा 
रूप में घोषणा के प्रकाशन की इस तारीख को निहित होगा । 


ना 


. 


[ भाग II - - खंड 3 (ii) ] 
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- - - - . " - - 


- - 
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= 


भारत का राजपन्न : मार्च 27, 1993/ 4न्त्र 6, 1915 
- - 

-- - - - - 
अनुपूरक वाद अनुसूची 
एच . बी . जे . गैस पाइप लाइन प्रोजेक्ट 


जनपद 


तहसील 


परगना 


ग्राम 


गाटा सं . 


क्षेत्रफल 


विवरण 


2 


4 


5 


- - - -- - - 


- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 


- - - - - - - - - - -- - - -- - 


कानपुर देहात 


अकबरपुर 


अकबरपुर 


भिखनापुर 


507 
458 


0 - 8 - 0 
0 - 3 - 0 
0 - 3 - 0 


459 


योग 


0 - 14 - 0 


[ सं . ओ . - 14016/ 1/ 92 -- जी पी ] 

राजीव महर्षि , निदेशक 


Liser in the lands specified in the schedule appended to this 
notification ; 


New Delhi, the 10th March, 1993 
S . O . 639 . — Whereas by notification of the Goveroment 
of India in the Ministry of Petroleum S. O . 2072 dated 3rd 
August , 1992 under sub- section ( 1 ) of section 3 of the Petro 
leum and Minerals Pipelines (Acquisition of Right of User 
in Land Act , 1962 ( 50 of 1962 ) , the Central Government de 
clared its intention to acquire the right of 119er in the lands 
specified in the schedule appended to that notillcation for 
purpose of laying pipeline ; 

And whereas the Competent Authority has under Sub - sec 
tion ( 1 ) of Section 6 of the said Act , submitted report to the 
Government ; 

And further whereas the Central Government has , after 
considering the said report, decided to acquire the right of 


Now , therefore , in cxercise of the power conferred by sub 
section ( 1 ) of the Section 6 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby declares that the right of usor in the said 
lauitls specified in the schedule appended to this notification 
hereby acquired for laying the pipeline; 


And further in exercise of power conferred by snb -section 
( 4 ) ot the section, the Central Government directs that the 
right of user in the said lands shall instead of vesting in Cen 
trul Government vests on this date of the publication of this 
declaration the Gus Authority of Intiu Limited free from 
encuinhrances. 


Supplementary Case ( Schedule) 

H. B. J. Gas Pipe Line Project 


District 


Tahşil 


Pargana 


Village 


Plot No . 


Remarks 


Area in 
Bigha 


2 


355 


6 


Kanpur Dehat 


Akbar Pur 


Akbar Pur 


Bhikhna Pur 


507 
458 
459 


(0 - 8 - 0 
0 - 3 - 0 
0 - 3 - 0 


Total 


(0 - 14 - 0 


INo. 0 - 14016/ 1/ 92 - G. P .] 
RAJIV MEHRISHI, Director 


नई दिल्ली , 10 मार्च, 1993 


का . प्रा . 640.---- जबकि केन्द्र सरकार यह अनुभव करती है कि सार्वजनिक हित में यह आवश्यक है कि पैट्रोलियम पदार्थ 
एवं प्राकृतिक गैस लाने के लिए एच . बी . जे पाइपलाइन परियोजना के अन्तर्गत एक पाइपलाइन गैस अथारिटी आफ इंडिया लिमिटेड 
द्वारा बिछाई जानी है । 

और यह भी अनुभव करती है कि उस कार्य के लिए इसके साथ संलग्न विवरणी में निर्धारित भूमि पर प्रयोक्ता का अधिकार 
ग्रहण करना आवश्यक है । 


101? 


THE GAZETTE OF N 


IA : MARCH 27 . 1993 , CHAITRA G , 1915 


PART II - - SEC , 3 ( 1) , 


- 
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- 


-- - 


- 
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- 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- . - . - . . - - . - - 


- 
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प्रातः पंद्रोलियम एवं खनिज पाटप लाइन ( भमि पर प्रयोक्ता का अधिकार ग्रहण ) अधिनियम , 1962 ( 1962 का 50 ) के 
खंड 3 के उपखंड ( 1 ) द्वारा प्रदत्त शक्तियों का प्रयोग करते हुए मरकार एतदद्वारा उस पर प्रयोक्ता के अधिकार ग्रहण करने की 
मंशा की घोषणा करती है । 


बशर्ते कि उक्त भमि में अपनी रुचि रखने वाले कोई भी व्यक्ति अधिसूचना की तारीख से 21 दिन के भीतर भमिगत 
पाइप लाइन बिछाने के विरोध में आपत्ति सक्षम प्राधिकारी, गैम अथारिटी आफ इंडिया लि . , एच . बी . जे , पाइप लाइन परियोजना , 
विकासदीप बिल्डिंग , 22 स्टेशन रोड , लखनऊ - 226019 उ . प्र . में दर्ज करा सकता है । 

और ऐसी आपत्ति दर्ज कराते समय किसी भी यक्ति को यह विशेष रूप से निर्दिष्ट करना होगा कि वह व्यक्तिगत रूप से 
अथवा विधि व्यवसायिक के माध्यम से अपना मत प्रस्तुत करना चाहता है । 


अनुपूरकवाद अनुसूची 


एच . बी . जे . गैस पाइप लाइन प्रोजेक्ट 


जनपद 


तहसील 


परगना 


ग्राम 


गाटा संख्या 


क्षेत्रफल संख्या 


विवरण 


- 


- 


कानपुर नगर 


कानपुर नगर 


कानपुर नगर 


अहिरवां 


677 


0 - 3 -- 0 


- - - - 


- - - - - - -- 


- - - - 


- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 


- - - - - - - - - - 


- - - - - - -- - 


- - - 


[ म . प्रो - 140 16/ 1/ 92-- जीपी 

राजीव महर्षि , निदेशक 


New Delhi , the 10th March, 1993 


Pipclines (Acquisition of Right of user in the land ) Act, 
1962 ( 10 of 1962 ) , the Central Government hereby declares 
its intention to acquire the right of user therein ; 


S .O . 640 . — Whereas it appears to the Central Govern 
nient that it is necessary in the public inierest that for the 
transport of Pclroleum and Natural Gas of TIBJ pirelinc 
project « pipeline should be laid by tho Gus Authority of 
India Limited, 


Provideu that any person interested in the said la nt] may , 
within 21 days from the date of this notification object to the 
Innyit of llie pipeline under the land to the Competent 
Authority , Gas Authority of India Lith., IIBJ Project, Vikas 
Deep Luilding , 22 - Station Road , Lucknow - 226019, U . P , 


And whereas it appears that for the purpose of laying such 
pipeline , it is necessary to acquire the right of user in the 
land describe:1 in the schedule annexed hereto ; 


Now , therefore , in exercise of the powers conferred by 
subsection ( 1 ) of the Section 3 of the Petroleum & Minctals 


til nyery person making such an objection shall also state 
artifically whether he wishes to be heard in ncrson or by 
cal practitioner , 


Supplementary Case ( Schedule ) 

H. B.J . Gas Pipeline Project 


District 


Tahsil 


Pargana 


Village 


Plot No. 


Remarks 


Area in 
Bigha 


. ... 


Kanpur Nagar 


Kanpur Nagar Kanpur Nagar 


Ahirwan 


677 


0 - 3 - 0 
- . . -. . - - - - 


-- 


- . - 


[ No. 0 - 14016/ 1/ 92 - G. P.] 
RAJIV MEHRISHI, Director 


[ भाग 11 - - 


3 ( ii ) ] 


भारत का राजपत्र . भार्च 27 , 1993 चंद्र 6, 1315 
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शुविपन 
नई दिल्ली, 10 मार्च , 1988 


/ 17 


13 


123 


का . आ . 6 . 1 . - नारीम - 1- 1992 को भारत सरकार के 
गजपत्र भाग II खं 3( ii ) अमाधारण का मा० 4 . 2 ( ई ) के अंतर 
भए 8 ( i ) में प्रकाशित अधिरचना के प्रांशिक संशोधन में निम्नमिश्रित 
सर्व संध्या जोष्ट ली जात । 


१ 


80/ 3/ 
| 10/ 2 
135 


पाम । । नाम 


म संख्या 


क्षेत्र 


बीघा 


बिस्वा 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- 


2 


3 


4 


{ 11 
/ 12 


लारपर 


64/ 1 


13 


- - 


- - 


- - 


- 


.. .. 


16 


54/ 4 
18 
55/ 15 
/ 16 
24/ 1 
50/ 18 


[गं . श्री 140 16/ 1/ 92- जी . पी . ] 

राजीव महर्षि निशदेक . 


15 


CORRIGENDUM 

New Delhi , the 10th March, 1993 
S . O . 641 . -- In the partial modification publisbed in Gazette of India Part II Section 3 (ii) Extra ordinary 
vide S . O . No . 2 ( E) dated 1 -1- 92 under Section 6 (i), the following Survey pos be added therein : 


+ - - - 


- 


- --- - - - - - 


Name of village 


Survey No. 


- - - -- - 

Area 
Bigha Bishwa 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- 


Ladpur 


54 / 4 


/ 8 


55 / 15 


0 -13 
0 - 13 
0 -16 
0 - 14 
0. 15 


/16 


24 /1 


59 /16 


/ 17 


/ 22 
/ 23 


/ 24 


0 - 14 


60 / 1/ 2 
/ 10/ 2 
63 / 5 


9/ 2 


0- 12 
0- 04 
0 10 
0 17 
06 
013 
0 . 15 
08 
013 


/ 11 


112 


/13 


64 / 1 


- - 


. - . . - 


- 


[ No . 0- 14016/ 1 / 92- G . P ] 

* AJIV MEHRISHI, Director 

नई दिल्ली , 10 मार्च, 1993 
का . आ . 642. - जयकि केन सरकार यह अनुभव करती है कि सार्वजनिक हित में यह आवश्यक है कि पैट्रोलियम पदाथ 
एवं प्राकृतिक गैस लाने के लिये एम. बी . जे . पाइप लाइन परियोजना के अंतर्गत एक पाइप लाइन गैस अथारिटी ऑफ इंडिया लिमिटेड 
द्वारा बिछाई जानी है । 
629 GI / 93 - 8 
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और यह भी अनुभव करती है कि उस कार्य के लिये इसके साप संलग्न विवरणी में निर्धारित भूमि पर प्रयोक्ता का अधिकार 
ग्रहण करना आवश्यक है । 


अत : पैट्रोलियम एवं खनिज पाइप लाइन ( भूमि पर प्रयोक्ता का अधिकार ) ग्रहण अधिनियम , 1962 ( 1962 का 50 ) 
13 के उपखंड ( 1 ) द्वारा प्रदत्त शक्तियों का प्रयोग करते हुए केन्द्र सरकार एतद्द्वारा उस पर प्रयोक्ता के अधिकार प्रहण करने 
की मंशा की घोषणा करती है । 

बशर्ते कि उक्त भूमि में अपनी रुचि रखने वाले कोई भी व्यक्ति अधिसूचना की तारीख से 21 दिन के भीतर शूमिल 
पाइपलाइन विछाने के विरोध में अपनी आपत्ति सक्षम प्राधिकारी, गैस अथारिटी ऑफ इंडिया लि ., ए 
योजना , विकासदीप बिल्डिग, 22-स्टेशन रोड , लखनऊ -226019, उ. प्र . में दर्ज करा सकता है । 

मौर ऐसी आपत्ति दर्ज कराते समय किसी भी व्यक्ति को यह विशेष रूप से निर्दिष्ट करना होगा कि वह पनि ने 
अथवा विधि व्यावसायिक के माध्यम से अपना मत प्रस्तुत करना चाहता है । 

प्रमुपूरक पाद अनुसूची 
एच०बी०जे० गैस पाइप लाइन प्रोजेक्ट 


जनपद 


परेली 


ग्राम 


गाटा सं . 


क्षेत्रफल 


विवरण 


तहसील 
ऑवला 


परगना 
ऑबला 


घरेली 


आँवला 


आँवला 


महतिया 
डांडी 


497 
497 
500 
499 
498 
495 


0 - 1 - 0 
0 - 4 - 15 
00 - 1 -- 0 
(0 - 7 - 10 

0 -20 
10 - 40 


____6 


0 


- 19 - 15 


- 


- -. - - - - 


- 


- 


[सं. प्रो - 14016/ 1/ 92- जी . पी . 

राजीव महर्षि , निदेशक 


New Delhi, the 10th March, 1993 

Pinclines ( Acquisition of Right of user in the l.ind- Act, 

1962 ( 50 of 1962) , the Central Government hereby declares 
S . O . 642 . - Whereas it appears to the Contral Govern its intention to acquire the right of user therein ; 
ment that it is necessary in the public interest that for the 
transport of Petroleum and Natural Gas of HBJ pipeline 

Provided that any person Interested in he said luud may , 
project u pipeline should be laid by the Gas Authority of 

within 21 days from the date of this notification object to the 
India Limited . 

laying of the pipeline under the land to the Competen 

Authority , Gas Authority of India Ltd ., HBJ Project, Vikas 
And whereas it appears that for the purpose of laying such 

[ Veen Bullding , 22- Station Road , Lucknow-2205019 , U . P.. 
pimeline, it is necessary to acquire the right of user in the 
land dercribed in the schedule annexed hereto ; 

And every person making such an objection shall also state 
Now , therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by specifically whether he wishes to ho heard in porgon or by 
sub -rection ( 1 ) of the Section 3 of the Petroleum & Minerals legal practitioner. 

Supplementary Case ( Schedule ) 

H . B .J. Gas Pipeline Project 
District 

Tehsil Pargana Village Plot No. Area in Remarks 

Bigha 
Bareilly 

Aonla Mahatiya 497 
Dandi 

494 

0 - 4 - 15 
500 

0 - 1 - 0 

0 - 7- 0 
498 (0 - 2 - 0 
495 

0 - 40 


Aonlar 


0 - 1 - 0 


499 


0 - 19 - 15 


[ No . 0 -14016/ 1/ 92- G. P.] 
RAJIV MEHRISHI, Director 


[ भाग I!. ...इंड 3 (ii) ] 


भारत का राजपत्र : मार्च 27, 1993/ पैस 8, 1918 
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शुसिपन्न 


नई दिल्ली , 10 मार्च, 1993 
का. बा . 643 .- - भारत सकार में दिनांक 13 जून, 1992 के राजपन्न में पता नं . 2588 पर प्रसिद्ध हवी अधिसूचन 
* . एस . प्रो . 1555 दिनांक 1- 6- 92 में 


गांव का नाम 


पढ़िये 


के स्थान पर 
सहें हिस्सा क्षेत्र 


सहें 


हिस्सा 


क्षेत्र 


नंबर 


नंबर 


है. 


पार 


सें . 


नंबर 


नंबर 


हे. प्रा . 


सें 


प्रा . 


प्रा . 


- - - 


___ - - - - 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- - 


- 


- 


-- 


- 


बदरे 


52 


4 Payt 


0 13 2054 


4 P :rt 


0 130 


[सं० ओ0-14016/1/ 92 जी पी.] 

राजीव महर्षि , निदेशक 
CORRIGENDUM 

New Delhi, the 10th March , 1993 
S . O . 6 ! 1,- To be Notification published in the Govt. of India s Gazette dated 13th Juno, 1992 , Notification 
No . S. ( ). 1555 , dated 1/ 6/92, Page No. : 588 


- - - - - 


- - . 


- . 


. - - 


- 


- - - 


- 


- - 


- 


.. . . - .. 


Village 


Read 


In place of 


. - -- - - - - 


....- . - ... 

Area 


- - 


S. No. 


No . 


Area 


S . No. H . No. 


H 


Are 


CR . 


H 


Are 


CR 


- -..... -- - - - --- - 


- -- - - -- - - - - -- 


Cheodlire 


52 


4 


parts 


- 


13 


20 


54 4 Part 


- 


13 


20 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- - 


- 


- - - 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- 


-...- ... - - - 


- . - - - 


[ No . 0-14016/1/ 92 - G. P.] 
RAJIV MEHRISHI, Director 


शुद्धिपत्न 

नई दिल्ली , 10 मार्च, 1993 
का मा . 6 -14.--.-- भारत सरकार के राजपत में पी एंड एम पी अधिनियम 1962 के अंतर्मत यंड 6 ( i ) के अधीन तारीख 
30- 10 - 1991 के का . आ . सं . 537 ( ई ) और लंड 3 ( i ) के अधीन तारीख 5- 9- 1991 के का . भा . सं . 571 ( ६ ) के आंशिक 
संशाधन में निम्न तलिका में कॉलम - 1 के अनुसार पढ़ा जाए : - - 


ग्राम का नाम 
- . . . 


- 


- 


इसके स्थान पर क्षेत्र 
बीषा 

विशवा 


खसरा नं . 


- 


- 


- - 


- 


- 


- -- 


-- 


- 


विशवा 
_ 4 _ _ 


खसरा नं . 
_ 
114/ 12 

/ 11 


- -- - 


बनाना 


114 / 12 


1 पढ़े क्षेत्र 

बीघा 
_ 3 _ 

0 - 15 
0 - 10 
(0 - 3 

0 - 7 
बिशषा से कम 

(0 - 12 
विसधा से कम 


/ 11 


विशवा से कम 
विशया से कम 
0 - 2 


/ 13 


113/ 24 


() - 19 
0 - 16 


/ 25 


- 


- 
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- 


- - - 


. 


......... . . - 


- . . . 


- 


3 


- - 


- 


- - -- 


- - " 


- - - - - 


114/ 17 

/ 20 


0 - 4 
0 - 3 
विशवा से कम 
0 - 10 
0 - 8 


114/ 17 

/ 20 
/ 19 
18 


विशवा से कम 
0 - 18 
(0 - 5 
0 - 6 
0 - 15 


18 


17 


सं . मो . 14016192/ जी . पी . 

राजीव महषि , निदेशक 


। 


CORRIGENDUM 

New Delhi, the 10th March , 1993 
S. O . 641.. The partial modification published in Govt. Gazette of India E .O . vid : S . O . No. 571( E ) dated 
5- 9-91 under Section 3(i) and S. O . No. 537( E) dated 30- 10-91 under section 6(i) of P & MP Act 1962 be road as per 
following table : 
Name of village Read 

In place of 
Khasra No . Arca 

Khasra No . 

Arca 
Bigha Bishwa 

Bigha Bishwa 


N - RIL 


- 


- - - 


- 


Bawana 


114 /112 


114/12 


0 .. 9 


/ 11 


Less than Bisliwa 
- do 


/x 


/ 13 


113/ 24 


0 - 15 
0 - 10 
0 - 3 
0 - 7 
Less than Bishwa 
0 --12 
Less than Bishwa 
024 
(0 - 3 
Less than Bishwa 
0 - 10 
0 - 8 


113/ 24 

25 
114/ 17 


114 /17 


0 - 8 
0 -19 
(0 -16 
Less than Bisliwa 
0 -18 
(0 - 5 
0 - 6 
0 - 15 


18 
/ 7 


- 


- - 


- 


- - - 


- 


- - - 


- - - - - - 


- 


- 


- - - 


[ No 0- 14016 /1,92G.P.] 
RAJIV MEHRISHI , Dire tor 


3 


0 


मा द्धि पन्न 

नई दिल्ली, 10 मार्च, 1993 
का . आ . 615: - तारीख 1- 1- 1991 को भारा सरकार के राज 
पस भाग I खंड ( ii ) असाधारण का . आ . सं . 1 ( ई ) के अंतर्गत 
खंर 6 ( i ) में प्रकाशिस अधिमुप्पना के प्रांणिक मंगोधन में निम्नलिखित 
सर्षे संख्या गोष्ट ली जाएं । 

- --- . . . 
ग्राम फा माम 

माँ गंगया 


18/ 1 
79/ 


0 --- 
(0 --15 

0 - 9 

- - 12 
) - 1 : 


53/15 
117 


1 ) 


- - - - 


- - -- 


0 - 5 
00- 5 


मिजामपुर 


75/ 18/ 22 


बोया विस्या 
34 

10 - 12 
0 - -- 15 
( -- 15 
- -- 01 


मं . या -1 2016/1/ y जी नी . ] 

राजाय नमणि , निदेशक 


17 


[ भाग [[ --- बंग 3 ( ii ) ] भाण का गणपन्न : मार्च 27, 1993/ चैन 6, 1915 
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New Delhi, the 10th March , 1993 
S. O . 645. The partial modification published in Govt . Gazette of India Part [[ ..-. Suction 3 (ii ) Exin Ordinary 
vide S. O . No . 1( E ) dated ! -: - 92 under Section 6(i) The following Survey nos be added therein : 

- - - - - - - - - 
Name of village 

Survey No. 

Area 
Bigha Bisliwa 


-. - - 


. . - - 


- - - - - - 


- - - - - - 


m - 


- - 


- 


- - 


-- - 


- 


- 


- 


- -- - 


- 


Nizampur 


75 /18/ 2 

/23 
/14 
/17 

/ 18/ 1 
79/ 2 


19 


(0 -12 
( - 15 
() -15 
0 - 04 
0 - 2 
(0 -15 
0 9 
01 
10 - 2 
0 -- 8 
0 - 5 
0 - 5 


53/15 


123 
54/ 2 /1 

/ 10 


[ No. 0 -14016/1/ 92 / G.P.] 
RAJIV VEHRISHI, Director 


शुद्धिपत्र 
नई दिल्ली , 10 मार्च, 1993 


- - 


। - - - - 


- 


- - - - 


. 


- - - - . . 


- 


- 


- 


- - 


- 


- - - - 


- 


- 


- - - - - - - - 


का . पा . 1646. - -- भारत मरकार के राजपत्र भाग तारीख 1 - 1- 1992 के का . प्रा . सं . 2 ( ई ) के अनुसार राजपा के 
भाग- ---11 खंड 3 उपखंड (ii ) असाधारण के तहत पी एंड एम पी अधिनियम 1962 के खंड G ( i ) के अंतर्गत प्रकाशित अधिसंचना 
को निम्न तालिका के कॉलम - 1 के अनुमार पहा जाए : 

--- - - - -- - - --- - - -- 
ग्राम का नाम 

इसके स्थान पर 
खसरा नं . 

खसरा ने.. क्षेत्र । 
- - - - . - - . - - . .- .. 
65/ 9/ 2 

63/ 8/ 

2 0 - 06 
76/ 20/ 1 10 - 15 

76/ 21 / 

1 0 - 15 
- - -.--. . . ..-- - - . . . . - -.-..-- - . - ... 

[सं. प्रो - 14016/1/ 92/ जी. पी. 

राजीव महर्षि , निदेशक 
CORRIGENDUM 

New Delhi , the 10th Marcli , 1993 
5 . () . 6 . - . T ) the notification publisued in Govt. Gazette of India Extra Ordinary vid.: S . O . No . 2CE PAHIL .... 
Section 3 sub s : ction (ii ) E . Q . daled 1 - 1 - 92 in Section 6 ( i) undur P & MP Act 1902. be read 15 p r coll of the followins 
table : 


- 


- 


- - - 


. .. - - 


- 


- - - 


- - -- 


- 


- - - - 


- 


- - - -- 


- 


- 


- - 


- - - 


- 


- - 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- - 


- - - 


- 


- - 


- 


- - - 


- - -- - 


- -- - - - - - - - - - - 


Name of villase 


Read 


. - . -- . - - . 
in place of 


Khatra No. 


Aron 


Khasra No. - --- - Area 


- - - 


- 


- - - 


- - - -- - 


- 


- -- - - 


-- 


- - - - -- 


- - 


... 


- 


- - - -- - - 


- - - 


- - - - - 


- 


- 


- - 


- 


- - - 


I. adpur 


10 - 6 


155: 9/ 2 
752101 


63 / 82 
76/ 21, 1 


- - - - - - - - - - - 

(0 . 06 
() - 15 


- - 


- 


. . 


- 


- - 


. . 


- - 


-- - - - - - 


- - - - 


- 


[ No . 0 - 14016/ 1/ 92, G. P.] 
RAJIV MEHRISHI, Director 
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नई दिल्ली, 10 मार्च , 1993 


का . प्रा . 647.. . -यत : केन्द्रीय सरकार को यह प्रतीत होता है कि लोकहित में यह प्रावश्यक है कि महाराष्ट्र राज्य , जिला 
रायगढ़ में मौजे बोरीस , तहसील अलिधाम से मौजे सालाब , तहसील मुरुड जंजिरा, जिला रायगढ़ तक नैसर्गिक गैस परिवहन के लिये 
पाईपलाईन गैम अथॉरिटी ऑफ इंडिया लि . , नयी दिल्ली 110066 के मार्फत बिछाई जानी चाहिए । 

और यतः यह प्रतीत होता है कि ऐसी लाइनों को बिछाने के प्रयोजन के लिये एतपाबद्ध अनुसूची में वर्णित भूमि में 
उपयोग का अधिकार अजित करना आवश्यक है । 

अत: अब पेट्रोलियम औ• खनिज पाईप लाइन ( भूमि में उपयोग के अधिकार का प्रर्जन ) अधिनियम , 1962 ( 1962 का 
50 ) की धारा 3 को उपधारा ( 1 ) द्वारा प्रदत्त शक्तियों का अधिकार अर्जित करने का अपना प्राशय घोषित किया है । । 

बशर्ते फि उक्त भूमि में हितबद्ध कोई व्यक्ति उस भूमि के नोचे पाईप लाईन बिछाने के लिये भाक्षेप सक्षम प्राधिकारी, 
गैस अथॉरिटी ऑफ इंडिया लि . प्रभू निजाम दूसरी मजल मु . पोस्ट , तहसील अलिबाग , जिला रायगढ़ महाराष्ट्र राज्य को इस अधि 
सुचना की तारीख से 21 दिनों के भीतर कर सकेगा । 

___ और ऐसा आक्षेप करने वाला हर गकिा विनिर्दिष्ट यह भी कथन करेगा कि यह चाहता है कि उसको मुनवाई व्यक्तिगत 
स्वरूप में हो या किसी विधि व्यवसायी के मार्फत । 

सरकारी जमीन का नोटीफिकेशन 


परिशिष्ट 
जिना : रायगढ़ 


तहसील : अलिबाग 


राज्य : महाराष्ट्र 


- 


- 


- 


- - 


- 


- 


- 


- - 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- 


गांव का नाम 


सन 


गट तम्मर 


हिस्सा नम्बर 


हे . 


प्रार . सेंपार 


567 


गंजिस 


01 भाग 


44 


ज 


लोणारे 


13 
13- 0 


वरसोली 


297 


2 भाग 
5 - ए भाग 
8 भाग 
0 भाग 
1 - ए- 1 -ए भाग 
0 भाग 
० भाग 


बामणोली 


5 - ए 
200 
204 


- 


वेश्वी 


.. 


कूल 


113 


2 


ND 


1 


12G- ए 
1 :26 
1206 -17 
126-ए 
1260 
1 :21 


: 


0 भाग 
1 भाग 
1 भाग 
1 भाग 
1 भाग 
1 भाग 
0 भाग 
0 भाग 
भाग 


10 


120 


- - - - - 


119 


- 


05 
03 


बलकाई 


381 
1 .13 
502 


- 


- 


- 


0 भाग 
0 भाग 
० भाग 


008 


[HT Il- - 
- - - - = = - 


3 ( ii ) ] 


* ** T & TTTTT77? 127, 1936CT 6 , 1915 
- = - = - = - = -= - = - ._ . - - - - - - - = 
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= = - = - -- -- - - - - - - --- - - ---- - -- - = 


= = 


- 


- 


- 


-- 


- - 


-- - - - 


! 


- 


- 


374 


सहाण 
कावीर 


- - 

भाग 
O HTT 
() ATT 


210 


173 


हवर 


39 3 HT 
3 (02 HTT 


765- 17 

TIT 
765- 
भाग 


0 


74 


15 


Lulu - PL 


[ . 377- 14016 / 1 / 92- 1 . 91 ] 

गाव महाप, निवेशक 


New Delhi, the 10th March , 1993 


S . O . 647 ,-- Whereas it appears to the Central Govern 
ment that it is nccessary in the public interest that for the 
tuspor of Nutural Gas from Villago -Boris , Tuhasil-Alibug , 
District-Raigad to Village- Salav, Tahasil -Murud Janira , Dis 
trict-Roigat, in the State of Maburashira pipe line should be 
laiul througł the Agency of Gas Authority of India Ltd . 
16 - Blikaji Cama Pince, R . K . Puram , Ring Roach , New 
Cel! -110066 . 


Now , therefore in crercio of the powers contented by 
Sub - section ( 1) of Section 3 of the Petiv .eum & Minerals 
pipe lines , (Acquisition on Kight of User is the lands ) Act, 
1 6 ? ( 50 of 1962 ) trio Central Governına dolares its inten 
trun to acquire the Righs of Uses ju the Inity rclerred in tho 
s .hedulo . 

Tovided that any person intcrested in the said lands hav 
ing uny objection for laying the pipelines through the said 
lands may prefer Euly objection within 21 d :1yy from the 
date of notification to the Comnctent Authority , Thal- Salav 
Natural Gas pipe linc, Prabhu Niwas , 2nd Floor , At. Post. 
Tahusil- Alibag, District- Brigad , State Maharashtra . 


And whereus , it Appears to the Central Government thal 
for the purpose of laying such pipelines, it is necessary 10 
acquire the Right of User in the lands described in the sche 
thuc annexed hereto ; 


And cvery person making such an objection shall stats 
specifically whether to wishes to be heard in person or by a 
legal practitioner . 


NOTIFICATION OF GOVT. LAND UNDER SECTION 3( 1 ) 


Tehsil : Alibag 


SCHEDULE 
District : Raigad 

- - 
Gat No . Hissa Numb. r 


State : Maharashtra 


Nam of Village 


Survey Number 


Arca 


- - 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- - - 


- 


- . . - - - 


I 


Are 


(1) Gunjis 


47 


Part 


44 


( ? ) Lonaru 


19 


00 


(3 ) Varsoli 
( 4 ) Bannoli 
(5 ) Veshvi 


(6 ) Kurul 


44 
13. A 
13 - A 
297 
5 - A 
200 
204 
113 
126 - A 
126 - A 
126 . A 
126 - A 
126 - A 
121 
120 
119 


2 Part 
5 - A Part 
8 Part 
( Part 
J - A -1 - A Past 
O Part 
o Post 
O Part 
| Part 
1 Part 
1 Part 
| Part 
1 Part 
O Part 
() Part 
0 Part 
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(7 ) Bulkade 


381 


441 
502 
379 


( 8 ) Sahan 
( 9) Kavir 


O Part 
O Part 
OPart 
() Part 
0 Part 
O Part 
O Part 


210 


12 
173 


( 10 ) Dhavar 


393 Part 
302 Part 


- -- 


- 


- 


(11) Choul 


- - - 


765- A Part 
765- B Part 


- 


- - 


-- 


- ----- --- - 


- -- -- - - -- 


- 


-- - - - - 


- 


- - 


- 


- - - - . .- - 


- -- - - - - - --- - 


- - - - - - - - - - - - - 


- - - -- -- - - - - -- - -- - - - ------ 


INo. 0 -14016/ 1 / 92- G . P. ] 

RAJIV MEHRISHI. Dirictor 
नई दिल्ली , 10 मार्च , 1993 
का . पा . 649.-~~~यत : केन्द्रीय सरकार को यह प्रतीत होता है कि लोकहित में यह प्रावश्यक है कि महाराष्ट्र राज्य , जिला 
रायगढ़ में मौजे बोरीस, तहसिल - अलिबाग मे मौजे सालाब, तहसिल मरुड जंजिरा, जिला रायगढ सक नगिक गैम परिवहन के लिये 
पाईप लाइन गैस अथॉरिटी ऑफ इंडिया लि . नई दिल्ली 110061 के मार्फत बिछाई जानी चाहिये । 

और यतः यह प्रतीत होता है कि ऐमो लाइनों को बिछाने के प्रयोजन के लिए तदपाबा अनुसूची में वणित भूमि में उपयोग 
का अधिकार अजित करना प्रावश्यक है । 


अतः अब पेट्रोलियम और खनिज पाईप लाईन ( भूमि में उपयोग के अधिकार का अर्जन ) अधिनियम 1962 ( 1962 का 
50 की धारा 3 को उपधारा ( 1 ) द्वारा प्रदत्त शक्तियों का प्रयोग अर्जित करने का प्राला प्राशय घोषित कर दिया है । 

___ बशर्ते कि उस भूमि में हिसबद कोई व्यक्ति उस भूमि के नीचे पाईप लाईन बिछाने के लिये प्राक्षेप सक्षम प्राधिकारी, गैस 
अथारिटी मांफ इंडिया लि . प्रभू निवास दूसरी मजल अलिबाग जिला रायगढ़ महाराष्ट्र राज्य को इस अधिसूचना की तारीख में 
21 दिनों के भीतर कर सकेगा । 


और सा प्राक्षेप करने वाला हर व्यक्ति विनिर्दिष्ट यह भी कथन करेगा कि यह चाहता है कि उसकी सुनवाई व्यक्तिगत 
स्वरूप में हो या किसी विधी व्यवसायी के मार्फत । 

नदी, नाला, बीज, क्रीक आदि का नोटिफिकेशन 

परिशिष्ट 


महसील : अलिबाग 


जिला : रायगढ़ 


राज्य : महाराष्ट्र 


गांव का नाम 


सर्वे नम्बर 


हिस्मा नम्बर 


गट नम्बर 


रिमार्कस 


क्षेत्र 

पार , सें . प्रार 


हे . 


- 


- 


-- - - 


- - - 


1 


---- - - 


- 


- 


- 


- 


___ . . - 
बरसोली 


वेवी 


कुरुल 


- - - - --- - - 
00683 खडताल 

नदी बीज नजिक 

00 गटार 
001 06 नाला 

65 माला 
07 नाला 
14 माला 
13 नाला 

66 नाला 
0 01 20 मदी माला 


बेलकडे 


सहाण 


काबीर 


भाग 


+ - 


- - 


- 


- 


- - - 


- . . - - 


. 


- 


- 


- . - . 


- - 


- - - 


. 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- - - 


- 


- - - 


- 


- - - 


[ 977 II - 


3 (ii)] 


TCT FT 797 716 27, 1993, 


6 , 1915 


1021 


HA 


LF. CLARI 


. - . - 


- - 


- 


- 


- 


-- -- 


- 


- 


. . . 


- 


- - - - 


TTTTTTT 


427 


बाव बुद्धक 
उसर 
देवधर 


02 


60 AT 
90 FT 
40 PETIT 
85 FATT 
41 FATT 
48 FERITE 
23 TEATTI 
37 taman 
85 TEFTAT 
94 FOTAIFTT 
80 777197 
85 START 
60 fototapet, 

रेवदंडा क्रीक 


0 


00 


रेगदंडा 


[ . 341- 14016 /1/92- fr . gi. ] 

राजीव महर्षि , निदेशक 


pipe lines , (Acquisition of Right of User in the lands) Act , 
1962 ( 50 of 1962 ) the Central Government Jeclares its inten 
tiun 10 icquire the Right of User in the lands referred in the 
Schedule . 


New Delhi, the 10th March , 1993 
S . O . 648. - Whereng it appears to the Central Governi 
ment that it is necessary in the public interest that for the 
transport of Natural Gas from Village- Boris , Tahusil -Alibag . 
District-Raigad to Village - Sulav , Tahasu -Murud Janjira , Dis 
trici-Raigud , in the State of Maharashtra pine line should be 
loid through the Agency of Gus Authority of ludia Lid . 
16 - Rhikaji Cana Placc , R . K . Puram , Ring Road , New 
Delhi- 110066 . 


Provided that any person interested in the 3a11 landa hav 
iny any objection for laying the pipe lines through the said 
lands may prefer any objection within 21 days from the 
(late of notification to the Competent Authority , Thal- Sulay 
Natural Gas pipe line, Prabhu Niwas , 2nd Floor , Alibag. 
At. post . Tahasil- Alibag , District -Raigad . State Maharashtra . 


And whereas, it appears to the Central Government that 
for the purpose of laying such pipe linos, it is necessary to 
rcquire the Right of User in the lands described in the sche 
dule auncxed hereto ; 


Now , therefore , in exercise of the powers conferred by 
Sub - cation ( 1 ) of Section 3 of the Petroleum & Minerals 


And every person making such an objection shall slute 
r citically whether he wishes to be heard in person or by a 
legal practitioner, 


NOTIFICATION OF RIVER , NALAS , BRIDGE , CREEK ETC . 


SCHEDULE 
District : Raigad 


Tehsil : Alibag 


State : Maharashtra 


- 


- - 


- - - - 


- - - 


- - - - -- - - - - - 


- 


- 


. - - - 


- 


LA - 


- 


- 


- 


- - 


- 


- - 


- - - - - 


Village 


Gat No. 


Arca 


Survey 
Nuniber 


Hissa 
Number 


Remarks 


- 


- - 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- - - 


- 


- 


- 


- 


5 
0 


Are 

6 
( 6 


( 1) Varsoli 


( 2 ) Veslavi 


00 


O 


CR . 
7 8 
83 Niar Khadtal 

River Bridge 

Gatar 
06 Nalas 
65 Nalu : 
07 Nalas 
14 Nalas 
13 Nalas 
66 Nalus 
20 River Nalat 


( 3 ) Kurul 
( 4 ) Belkade 


00 
01 
02 
01 

01. 
OOL 


( 5 ) Dhavar 
(6 ) Saban 

(7 ) Kavir 
624 G1/93. - . 


O Part 


- 


- 


- 


- - - - - 


- 


- 


- - 


- - 


- - 


. 


- 


- 


- - - 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- - 


- - 


1022 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : MARCH 27, 1993 / CHAITRA 6 , 1915 


[ FART II . SEC . 3 (ii ) ] 


A 


- 


_ . .. 


-- - - 


- - 


- -- 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- -- 


- - - 


- 


- - - . - - 


. - - 


-- - - 


- 


- 


- - 


( 8 ) Bamangaon 


127 


( 9) Vidhav Budruk 
( 10 ) Usar 
(11) Deoghar 


- - -- - - - - -- -- . . .. .. 

60 Nala 
90 Nala 
40 Nala 
85 Nala 
41 River Nala 
48 River Nala 
23 River Nala 
37 River Nala 
85 River Nala 
94 River Nala 
80 River Nala 
85 River Nala 
60 Kundalika River 

Revdanda Creck . 
. .. . . . - - --- - - - - ---- - - - -- - . 


(12 ) Revdanda 


- - 


- - 


- 


- 


- - - 


- 


- 


- - 


- 


- - 


- - 


[ No. 0 -14016/1/ 92- G. P.1 
RAJIV MEHRISHI. Director 


नई दिल्ली , 10 मार्च, 1993 


का . डा . 649 - ~ यत : केन्द्रीय सरकार को यह प्रतीत होता है कि लोकहित में यह आवश्यक है कि महाराष्ट्र राज्य , जिला 
रायजगढ़ में मौजे योरीस , तहसील अलिफाग में मौजे मालाब , तहसील मुरुड जंजिरा, जिला रायगढ़ तक 
दिये पाईप लाईन गेम अथारिटी आफ इंडिया लि . , नई दिल्ली- 110066 के मार्फत बिछाई जानी चाहिये । 

और यतः यह प्रतीत होता है कि पेमी लाइनों को बिछाने के प्रयोजन के लिये एतद्पाबद्ध अनुसूची में वगित भमि में 
उपयोग का अधिकार अजित करना आवश्यक है । 

प्रतः अब पेट्रोलियम और खनिज पाईप लाईन ( भूमि में उपयोग के अधिकार का प्रर्जन ) अधिनियम, 1962 ( 1962 का 50 ) 
की धाग 3 की उपधारा ( 1 ) द्वारा प्रदत्त शक्तियों का प्रयोग करते हुए अधिकार अर्जित करने का अपना आशय घोषित कर 
दिया है । 

बर्ते कि उक्त भूमि से हितमद कोई व्यक्ति उस भूमि के नीचे पाईप लाईन बिछाने के लिये प्राक्षेप मक्षम प्राधिकारी, 
गैस अथारिटी आफ इंडिया लि ., प्रभु निवास सरी मंजिल अलिबाग, जिला रायगढ़, महाराष्ट्र राज्य को इम अधिसुचना की तारीख 
मे 21 दिनों के भीतर कर सकेगा । 


और ऐसा माक्षेप करने वाला हर व्यक्ति विनिर्दिष्टतः यह भी कथन करेगा कि वह चाहना है कि उसकी सुनवाई ठावित 
स्वरूप में हो या किमी विधि व्यवसायी के मार्फत । 


परिशिष्ट 


राज्य : महाराष्ट्र 


जिला : रायगढ़ 


तहसील : मुड जंजिग 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- - - - 


- 


गांव का नाम 


सर्वे नं . 


हिस्सा नम्बर 


गट नम्बर 


है . पार , में . प्रार 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- - 


- 


- 


- 


- 


सालाव 


66 


1 - ए भाग 
0 भाग 


07500 
0 0750 


[ म . ओ -1-1016/ 1/ 92- जी . पी . 

राजीव महर्षि , निदेशक 
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New Delhi, the 10th March , 1993 

Pipe Lines, ( Acquisition of Risht of User in the Lands ) Act, 

1962 ( 50 of 1962 ) the Central Government declares its inten 
S. O . 649.. - Whereas it appears 10 the Central Govern 

tion to acquire the Right of User in the lands referred in th . 
inent that it is necessary in the public interest that for the 
ransport of Natural Gas from Village Boris, Tehsil Alibar, 

Schedule : 
District - Raigad to Village-Salav, Tehsil - Murud Janjira, Dis 
Tact-Raigad , in the State of Maharashtra pipe line should be 

Provided that any person interested in the said lundy hav . 
laid though the Agency of Gas Authority of India Ltd . ing Eny objection for laying the pipe lines through the said 
[ h - shikaji Cima Place, R . K . Puram, Ring Road , New 

lands may prefer any objection within 21 days from the 
Delhi -110066 ; 

date of notification to the Competent Alithority , Thal-Salay 
And whercas, it annears to the Central Government that 

Natural Gas pipe line , Prabhu Niwas , 2nd Floor , At, Post . 
for the purpose of laying such pipe lincs . it is necessary to Tehsil -Alibag, District-Raigad , State -Maharashtra . 
icquire the Right of User in the lands described in the sche 
dule annexed hereto ; 

And every person making sucb un objection shall stalo 
Now , therefore , in exercise of the powers conferred hy Speciſçully whether he wishes to be heard in person or by a 
Sub -section ( 1) of Section 3 of the Petroleum & Minerals 1cgal practitioner. 

SCHEDULE 
State : Maharashtra Tehsil : Murud Janjira 

District : Raigad 
Village Survey No. Hissa Number Gat Number 

Arca 


- 


- - - - ...- 


66 


.--. ..... . 


80 


0 Part 


_ 


. .. -- ------ 


INA 


H Are C . Are 
---- - - --- - - - - - - - 
1 - A Part 

- - -- - - - -- - 

0 07 50 
-- - - - - --------- - - - 

[ No . 0 - 14016 / 1/ 92- G . P.] 

RAJIV MEHRISHI, Director 
( पेट्रोलियम और प्राकृतिक गैस विभाग ) 

नई दिल्ली, 10 मार्च , 1993 
का . प्रा . 650.-- -- यतः पेट्रोलियम और खनिज पाईप लाईन ( भूमि में उपयोग के अधिकार का अर्जन ) अधिनियम , 1962 
( 1962 का 50 ) की धारा 3 की उपधारा ( 1 ) के अधीन भारत सरकार के पेट्रोलियम और केमिकल्स मन्त्रालय , प्राकृतिक गैस 
विभाग की अधिसूचना का . प्रा . 280- ई दिनांक 29- 5 -92 द्वारा भारत सरकार के उस अधिसूचना में संलग्न अनुसूची में विनिर्दिष्ट 
भूमियों के उपयोग के अधिकार का पाईप लाईन को बिछाने के प्रयोजन के लिये अपना प्राशय घोषित कर दिया था ; 

और यतः सक्षम प्राधिकारी उक्त अधिनियम की धारा 6 को उपधारा ( 1 ) के प्रधान सरकार को रिपोर्ट दे दी है ; 

और प्रागे यतः केन्द्रीय सरकार ने उक्त रिपोर्ट पर विचार करने के पश्चात् इस अधिसूचना से संलग्न अनुगुणी में विनिर्दिष्ट 
भूमियों में उपयोग का अधिकार अजित करने का निश्चय किया है ; 

अब अत : उक्त अधिनियम की धारा 6 की उपधारा ( 1 ) द्वारा प्रदत्त अधिकारों का प्रयोग करते हुए केन्द्रीय सरकार 
एतदद्वारा घोषित करती है कि इस अधिसूचना में संलग्न अनुसूची में विनिर्दिष्ट उक्त भूमियों में उपयोग का अधिकार पाईप लाईन 
बिछाने के प्रयोजन के लिये एतदद्वारा अजित किया जाता है ; 

और आगे उस धारा 6 को उपधारा द्वारा प्रदत्त अधिकारों का प्रयोग करते हुए केन्द्रीय सरकार निर्देश देती है कि उक्त 
भूमियों में उपयोग का अधिकार केन्द्रीय सरकार के निहित होने के बजाय गैस अथॉरिटी ऑफ इंडिया लिमिटेड , 16 भीकाजी कामा 
प्लस , रिंग रोड , मार के पुरम , नई दिल्ली-110066 में सभी बाधाओं के मक्त रूप में घोषणा के प्रकाशन की तारीख से निहित 
होगा । 

परिशिष्ट 
तहसील : अलिबाग जिला : रायगढ़ 

राज्य - महाराष्ट्र 
- - --- - - - --- - - हिसार 
गांव का नाम 

गट नम्बर 

क्षेत्र 


- - - 


- - 


-- - 


-- - - - 


- - 


- - - 


- 


- - - - - 


- 


- 


योरीस 


योरीस 


- 13 


13 


1 भाग 


1 भाग 
5 - ए भाग 


23 


_ 


. 


हे . बार में प्रार 
00140 

0 07 40 
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- - - 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- - - - 


- 


- 


1024 THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : MARCH 27, 1993 / CHAITRA 6, 1915 : PART I - SEC. 3 ( ) 
- - --- - - -- - - - - - --- - - -- - - - -- .. .- - - - - - - -- - - -- - - - -- - -- - - - --- --- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - --- - -- - --- - - -. .. - -- - --- -- - - 
( Deptt. of Petroleum and Natural Gas ) 

C sei in the land specified in the schedule appeared to this 

Notification. 
New Delhi, the 10th March , 1993 
S .O . 650 . – Whereas by notification of Government of 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the power s conferred by 
India , Ministry of Petroleum and Natutul Gas , S . O . 380 - E , 

Sub -section ( 1 ) of Section 6 of the said Act, the Contral 
Honeu 29th May, 1992 under Section 3 , Sub - Section 1 of 

Government hereby declares that the Right of User in the 
the l ctroleum and Minerals Pipe Lines ( Acquisition of Right 

wald lands specified in the schedule appended to the Nori 
of User in Land ) Act, 1962 (50 of 1962), the Contral Gov 

fication hereby acquired for laying the Gas pipe line. 
criment declared its intention to acquire the Right of User 
in the land specilied in the schedule appcnded to that Noli 
ication for the purpose of laying Gas pipe line. 

And further in exercise of powers conferrcd by Sub - section 

( i of the Section 6 . the Central Government directs that 
And whcieas the Competent Authority has under Sub the Right of Use in the said lands shall 
Cction ( 1 ) of Section 6 of the said Act, submitted report to iristead of vesting in Central Government vests on this date 
the Government; 

of the publication of this declaration in the Gifts Authority 

of India Ltd . ( A Government of India Undertaking ) GAIL 
And further whereas the Central Government hus , after Ruilding, 16 - Bhikaji Cama Place , R . K . Puram, Ring Road , 
considering the said report decided to acyuirc the Right of Now Delhi- 110066 free from encumbruncc . 


SCHEDULE 


State : Maharashtra 


Tehsil : Alibag 


- - - - - Survey No. 


District : Raigad 

Hissa No. 


Village 


Block No. 


Area 


- - - 


- 


Boris - - -- - - - - 


13 - - 


13 


- - 


- 


| Part - - 
5 - A Part 


Hector Arc C .Are 
-- - - - - 

01 40 
0 07 40 
[ No . 0 - 14016 /1 / 92 - G. P.] 
RAJIV MEHRISHI, Director 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- - 


नई दिल्ली , 10 मार्च, 1993 
का . प्रा . 65 1.-.- पत: पेट्रोलियम और खनिज पाईप लाईन ( भूमि में उपयोग के अधिकार का प्रर्जन ) अधिनियम , 
1962 ( 1962 का 50 ) की धारा 3 की उपधारा ( 1 ) के अधीन भारत सरकार के पेट्रोलियम और केमीकल्स मंत्रालय , प्राकृतिक 
गैस विभाग की अधिसूचना का . आ . 381 - ड, दिनांक 29 - 5 - 199 : द्वारा भारत सरकार के उस अधिसूचना में संलग्न अनसूची में 
विनिर्दिष्ट भूमियों के उपयोग के अधिकार का पाईप लाईन को बिछाने के प्रयोजन के लिये अपना प्राशय घोषित कर दिया था ; 


और यतः सक्षम प्राधिकारी ने उक्त अधिनियम की धारा 6 की उपधारा ( 1 ) के अधीन मरकार को रिपोर्ट दे दी है ; 

और मागे यत: केन्द्रीय सरकार ने उक्त रिपोर्ट पर विचार करने के पश्चात् इस अधिसूचना से मंलग्न अनुमुधों में विनिविष्ट 
भूमियों में उपयोग का अधिकार अजित करने का निश्चय किया है ; 


अब अतः उक्त अधिनियम की धारा 6 की उपधारा ( 1 ) द्वारा प्रदत्त अधिकारों का प्रयोग करते हुए केन्द्रीय सरकार 
एतद्वारा घोषित करता है कि इस अधिसूचना से मंलग्न अनुसूची में विनिर्दिष्ट उक्त भूमियों में उपयोग का अधिकार पाईप 
साइन बिछाने के प्रयोजन के लिये एतदमाग जित किया जाता है ; 

और मागे इस धारा 6 की उपधारा 4 द्वारा प्रवत्त अधिकारों का प्रयोग करते हुए केन्द्रीय सरकार निर्देश देती है कि उक्त 
भूमियों में उपयोग का अधिकार केन्द्रीय सरकार में निहित होने के बजाय गैम अथारिटी प्राफ इंडिया लिमिटेड, 16 भीकाजी कामा 
प्लेस , मार के पुरम , रिंग रोड , नई दिल्ली 110066 के सभी बाधाओं से मुक्त रूप में घोषणा के प्रकाशन की तारीख से निहित होगा । 


परिशिष्ट 


जिला : रायगढ़ 


राज्य : महाराष्ट्र 


तहसील : अलिमाग 
गांग का नाम 

-- - -- 


. _ _ _ _ 


- 


सर्वे नं . 


हिस्मा नम्बर 


गट नम्बर 


क्षेत्र 


- 


- 


- - 


- 


- - - - - - 


- - 


- 


- 


5 


85 
11 


- - - - - - - - - - - 
1- सी भाग 
4 भाग 
2 - ए - 1 भाग 


हेक्टर मार सें - मार 
- -- -- -- 

0 00 10 
02 10 

01 08 
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- - - 


- 


. . - - - - - -- 


- - - - - - 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- - 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- - 


- 


। 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- 
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New Delhi, the 10th March , 1993 

Llsor in the land specified in the schedule appended to this 

Notification , 
S . O . 651 . -.- Whereas by notification of Government of 
India , Ministry of Petroleuin and Natural Gas, S . O . 381- 0 , 

Now , therelure , in exercise of the power s conferred by 
Jated 29th May, 1992 under Section 3, Sub -Section 1 ot 

Stib- clion ( 1 ) 01 Section 6 of the said Act, the Central 
the Fetroleum and Minerals Pipe Lines ( Acquisition of Right 

GU m ent hereby declare s that the Right of User in the 
uf User in Land ) Act, 1962 ( 50 of 1962 ) the Central Gov 

swi lalıds specifica in tlic schedule Appended to the Noti 
criment declared its intention to acquire the Right of Uger 

Tita:1101: hereby acquire l for laying the Gas pipe line , 
in the land specified in the schedule appended to that Noti 
Ocation for the purpose of laying Gus pipe line. 

And lurther in exercise of powers continued by Sub -section 

fofl of the Section 6 , the Central Government directs that 
And whereas the Competent Authority is under Sub Right of User in the said lands shall 
section ( 1 ) of Section 6 of the said Act, submilied report to instead of vesting in Central Government vests on this data 
thic Guveinn . ent. 

of ihe publication of this declaration in the GAS Aujhority 

of India Lla . ( A Government of India Undertaking ) GAIL 
And further whereas the Central Government has, after Buil- 

14, 16 - Bhikaji Cunu Place, R . K . Purain, Ring Road, 
considering the said report decided to cquite the Right of New Delhi- 110066 free from cncumbrance, 


SCHEDULE 


Tehsil : Alibag 


District : Raigad 


State - Maharashtra 
Block No. 


- 


- . 


- . 


. 


- 


. 


Village 


Survey No . 


Hissa No . 


Area 


____ H 


Are 


C. Are 


Kurul 


1 - C Part 
4 Part 
2 - A - 1 Part 


000 10 
0 02 10 
00108 


[ No. 0 -14016/1/ 92- G. P.] 
RAJIV MEHRISHI, Director 


( iv ) No . 809 : 9 / 92- F( C ) dated 22nd September, 1992 and 
( V ) No. 809 / 9 / 92- F( C ) dated 28th December , 1992, the 
Central Government is pleased to appoint Mrs . Minu Rathore 
as i niember of the Madras Advisory Panel of the Central 
Board of Film Certification with immediate efect and until 
further orders . 

[ File No. 809 / 9 / 92- F ( C ) ] 
S. TAKSHMI NARAYANAN, Jt. Secy . 


सूचना प्रौर प्रसारण मंत्रालय 

नई दिल्ली, 23 फरवरी , 1993 
का . प्रा . 652 - - चलचित्र ( प्रमाणन ) नियमावली , 
1983 के नियम 7 और 8 के साथ पठित चलचित्र अधि 
नियम , 195 2 ( 1952 का 37 ) की धारा 5 की उप धारा 
( 1 ) द्वारा प्रदत्त शक्तियों का प्रयोग करते हुए तथा इस 
मंत्रालय की अधिसूचनाओं ( 1 ) संख्या 809/ 5/ 91 - एफ . 
( सी . ) , दिनांक 30 - 9 - 91 ( 2 ) संख्या 809/ 9/ 92 - एफ . 
( सी . ) , दिनांक 15 - 5 --92 ( 3 ) संख्या 809/ 9/ 92 - एफ . 
( सी . ) , दिनांक 27 - 8 - 92 ( 4 ) संख्या 809/ 9/ 92- एफ . 
( सी . ) , दिनांक 22 - 9 - 92 तथा ( 5 ) संख्या 809 - 9 -92 
एफ . ( सी . ) , दिनांक 28 -- 12 - 92, के अनुक्रम में केन्द्रीय 
सरकार श्रीमती मीनू राठौड़ को तत्काल प्रभाव में अगले 

आदेशों तक केन्द्रीय फिल्म प्रमाणन बोर्ड के मद्रास सलाहकार 
पैनल के सदस्य के रूप में नियुक्त करती है । 

[ फाइल संख्या 809/ 9/ 92-एफ० ( सी )] 
एस . लक्ष्मीनारायणन , संय क्त सचिव 


रेल मंत्रालय 

( रेलवे बोर्ड ) 
नई दिल्ली, 3 मार्च , 1993 
का . प्रा . 653 - -- राजभाषा ( संघ के शासकीय 
प्रयोजनों के लिए प्रयोग ) नियम , 1976 के नियम 10 के 
उपनियम ( 2 ) और ( 4 ) के अनुसरण में रेल मंत्रालय , 
रेलवे बोर्ड , उत्तर रेलवे के फिरोजपुर मंडल के निम्नलिखित 
रेल कार्यालयों को जहां कर्मचारियों ने हिंदी का कार्यमाधक 
ज्ञान प्राप्त कर लिया है, अधिसूचित करता है : - - 

1. वरिष्ठ विद्युत फोरमैन (विद्युत ), जलंधर शहर 
2. स्वास्थ्य निरीक्षक , जलधर शहर 
3. यातायात निरीक्षक - II , जलंधर शहर 
4. वरिष्ठ स्वास्थ्य निरीक्षक , फिरोजपुर 
5. कैरिज डिपो अधिकारी, फिरोजपुर 
6. यातायात निरीक्षक , पठानकोट 
7 . वरिष्ठ विरात फोरमैन , लधियाना 
3. रेलपथ निरीक्षक , फगनाला 
१ . निर्माण निरीक्षक, फगवाड़ा 
10. यातायात निरीक्षक , अमृतमर 


MINISTRY OF INFORMATION & BROADCASTING 

New Delhi, the 23rd February , 1993 


S . O . 652 . - In exercise of the powers conferred by sub 
section ( 1 ) of sections of the Cinematograph Act, 1952 
( 37 of 1932 ), read with rules 7 and s ut ilic Cinematograph 
( Certification ) Rules 1983 amml in continilation of this 

Ministry Notifications (i ) No. 8095/ 91 - F . C ) dated 30th 
September , 1991 (ii ) No. 809. 992 - F ( C ) dated 15th May , 
1992 ( iii ) No. 809 / 9/ 92 - F( C ) dated 27th August, 1992 
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11. aiita FATE24 fiften , that 

wurken , which was received by the Central Governocut on 

CV - 2 - 1993 . 
12 . 1992 for $77 , 

[No. L - 34012 / 3 /88 -D .III ( B ) IR (Misc .)} 
13. UTETTOTT fifty , 437797 

B . M . DAVID , Desk Oncer 
14. feu fetare , TETT ETER 
15 . EITT H * * , TEUTTA 

ANNEXURE 
[scut fa - 93/ 21 . 11 . 1/ 12) 6 ) ] 

BEFORE THE INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL -I AT 
मसीहुज्जमा , सचिव , रेलवे बोर्ड , 

IIYDERABAD 
भारत सरकार और पदेन अपर सचिव 

I RESUNT ; 
MINISTRY OF RAILWAYS 

Sri Y , Venkatachalam , M . A ., B .I.., Chairman). 
(Railway Board ) 

Dated the Eighth day of February Nineteen Hundred 
New Delbi, the 3rd March , 1993 

Ninety Three 
$ .0 . 653 . In pursuance of sub- rule (2 ) and (4 ) of 

I, D No. 70 of 1989 
Rule 10 of the Official Language (Use for the Official purposes 
of the Union ) Rules, 1976 , the Ministry of Railways ( Ruil 

BETWEEN 
Wily Road) , hereby Notify the under meational Railway 
Offices of Ferozepur Division , Northern Railway, where the 

* Thc Workmhan of Visakhapatnam Purt Trust, Visakha 
stali havo acquired the working knowledgo of Hindi : 

palnam ( A .P . ) 

- - Petitioner 
1 , Sr. Llectric I Orman ( Electric ) Jullundhar City , 
2 . Inspector of Health , Jullundbar City . 

AND 
3 . Traffic Inspector- II, Jullundbur City . 

The Management of Visakhapatnam Port Trust, Visa 
4 . Sr. Health Inspector , Ferozepur. 
5. Carriage Depot Officer, Ferozepur. 

khapatnam ( A .P .) 

- -Management 
6 . Traffic Inspector, Pathankot. 

APPE IRANCES : 
7. Sr. Electric Foreman, Ludhiana, 
8 . PWI, Phagwara . 

Sri K Balakrishna, Senior Laboratory Assistant Medical 
9 . IOW , Phagwara . 

Department, Visakhapatnam Port I rust, Visakha 

patnam — for the workman . 
10). Traffic Inspector , Amritsar . 
11. Sr. Health Inspector, Jammu Tawi. 

M , s. K . Srinivasamurthy, G . Sudha and T . Usha Rani, 

Advocates for the Management . 
12 PWI, Jammu Tawi. 
13 . Traffic Inspector , Ferozepur . 

AWARD 
14 . Welfare Inspector, Jullundhar City . 
15 , Station Superintendent, Lohia Khas . 

This reference is referred by the Goveromçat of India , 

Ministry of Labour vide letter No. L - 34012 / 3 / 88 - 1),III (B 
[No. Hindi-93 / OL -I / 12 / 6 ) dated 29 - 9 - 1989 for adjudication of the dispute between the 
MASIHUZZAMAN , Secy. 

Management of Visakhapatnam Port Trust, Visakhapatnam and 
Railway Board & Ex. Officio Addl. Secy , 

their workman with the following Annexuro : 

" Whether the action vi the management of Visakhapat 
श्रम मंत्रालय 

nam Port ( rusi, Visakhapatnam in discharging Shri 
G . Govinda Rao , Khalasi (shore ) from service w .e .f. 

21-4 -81 is justified . If not what relief is the 
Te facut, i Fr , 1993 

workmkün ontitled to ? " 


FiT . AT. 65-4 - - Tutfore faut fafauh , 1947 
( 1.917 14 ) et ErT 17 THRU # , trata 
TTFITT FETTU 1T9TH TTC EFE # garunter of ARE 
नियोजको और उनके कर्मकारों के बीच , अनुबंध में निर्दिष्ट 
औद्योगिक विवाद में केन्द्रीय सरकार औद्योगिक अधिकरण , 
हैदराबाद के पंचपट को प्रकाशित करती है , जो केन्द्रीय सरकार 
1 26 – 1 - 1993 FT MIT FATTI 
(FGT ( - 3 2012 / 3/ 88-51. III (# 1. ) Ar 

(fafar ) ] 
wi , TA . ffar , i aferfirft 


. llic above reference is registered us I. D , No . 70 ON 
1989 il this Tribunal and notices were sent to both sides . 
The voikinail filed the ciuiki statement wherein he stated 
that he was selected and appointed by the Selection committee 
un regular basis iss Khalasi by order datei 27- 11- 80 as he 
i s in bonn fide Hurmi Teratriate. tle was in continuous 
Seivicc . But he was discurge d lion service w . c .f. 21 - 4 - 1981 
by Visakhapaluan Pet Trust, Visakhapatnun . It is ſur her 
contenued that he Wehis discharged from servico and it took 
two days for him to find out as to what could be the reason 
sinco no reasons were assigned in the termination order . The 
sudden action taken by Visakhapatnam Part Trust put him 
under surprise . He was ellected by sail order and the order 
shows that simple discharged and therefore he took up the 
matter with the Special Oncer Reception und Rehabilitation , 
Collectorate , Visakhapatna111 who once agi! examined his 
casc and issued Proof certificate affirming that he is a bon 
Ade Furnia Repatriate ly order dated 6 - 5 - 1981. Thereafter 
he bmitted a representation to the Visakhapatnam Port Trust 
to consider bis case and his request for reinstatement was not 
considcrod in spite of concrete proof placed before competent 
authority to tho effect that he was a bona fide Burma Repat 
riate , 


MINSTRI OR LABOUR 

New Delbi, the 1st March , 1993 
S . O . 654. - In pursuance of Section 17 of the Industrial 
visplivi Aldir 1947 11. ,it 1917) the Central Government 
Herc . , ! ! ! it !" -L. 1 ) Lo C al Gonciluncat 
Analisi ] T : bumai HoJerzw . w1 711 ,740 in the Annexure 
1:1 Ilu , durikid litebelween thc cmployers in relation 
u ve management of Visakhapatnamn Port Trust and their 


Visakhapainan jult Tuust made c quiries behind his back . 
He is unable to it! ?, a to why the authorities termina ed his 
verviços. No enquiry was conducted and fię Was removeat 
from service hurridly . The District Collector , Visakhapatnam 
addressed a letter to the Chairman , Visakhaputnam l ort Trust 
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stating that he should be taken bak to duty . Even then he llcir Carvico 1111 bu rogu !51is : d , Ibc petiticnor itas kept 
was not reinstated . Subsequently the Nity of the Cily of LIRICT Jobution dur a period o 2 years . After regular appoint 
Visaklipatnam and the Peoples representative ut 1119 consti nient was faren the documents submitted by He penciones 
luciun Late Sri E . Vasudevarao also appenlco the matter buih along with this appliction were sent to the Special Officer , Keba 
1 ) the Chall1.130 as weil as 16c District Collector of Visalat Cil.telua and Rupalition 11 HC Coilectorale 101 criticution 
putnu tu terter justice tu lun . The nuthoriei Citeguricity Inicile Special Ulcer gave it tipuit to the eil ect that the certi 
siate that the termination was contempluteal for it was reporteil vile Turnished to be management by the workaan is DOL 
that the cortilicate furnished by him to the effect that he was truire . He was discharged from Service . There was no 
bola tide Dirma Reparate is 10t genuine ilię said vider is . -13 ! issue any notice to discharge an employee on proba 
inreasonable becausc us services were terminate without tion when it is found that the certificato suhmiricd by him is 
providing reasonable opportunity to place his case hefure 11 L Lcniline . 
the authorities. Therefore he fly be einstucl into crvice 

5 . Ilie klguments of the buih sidcy wrc heard . The learned 
with all back wages and other attendant benefits . 

representative for the workman argued that the contents of the 
3. On the viher hand the Visakhapatni 12 Port Trust filed 

Claim statement of the workman were proved with the cvi 
the Counter in whuch it is stated that thic .naicri1 avements 

Jence of the workmun who is cxumined himself H5 WW - 1 . 
of the contenis of the Claim statement of the workman ar 

WW - 1 gave evidence that he wils appointed on regular basis 
uct truc, and they ile not tenable . The petitionci s name 

und during tlie Course of his probation period his services were 

toiminalcd and no reason was showed to his termination . 
Was sponsored by employment cxchange song with 70) viher 

11 oli enquiry he came to know that the respondent manage 
untilles for recruilnient to the post of Kalisi. The peti 
tioner las employel ils C 1181 Kalasi on regular basis in the 

mert cumc toy know thar the certuicale furnished by him to 

110 effect that he is Burma Kepairiatc is foged one. But that 
Schanical Wrirtnient ! Cap nilant mijlocoment we. f. 
6 - 10 - 80) Thie nctitionei s post being selection noi! monar 

fuct should have beco mentioned in the termination notico 

or an inquiiy should be cuncuçied on it . No opportunity was 
rien uppliecl rcgular appointment procedure and selecte : l the 
retitioner for the soil port under the reservation quota of 

given to tlic workman . Therefore the very 13mination of tho 
Burma Repatriate . Subsequently the management comme to 

viorkun is ilegal. Moreover the workman furnished anotinct 
know that the certificate 111nishet ! by the wochman to the 

Certificatc mihc samo autorities for which the manage 
wtect that he is a bona fide Burma Repatriate is not conc ! 

meut cantit lu know that the second certificate is genuine on . 
and therefore they ohtained a report from this Snl. Oficer 

Therefore there is no point in terministing the services of the 
Tron Collectorate cle :Vine with the Burma Rematriaics and 

wurkman . On the other hand the learned advocate for the 
they e ccitificate That Wor ) kan s claim that he s Burn 

respondent argued that as pei the by-laws of the Visakhapat 
Ripatrate is not hon fict Therefore ou ilie verification il 

man Port Trust during the probation period if the workman s 
is found that the workman submited a forged certificate and 

Lerificate is provert to he a forged one outrighily his services 
on the hus . His services were terminated . The reiitioner 

1 :4,7 he terminatch without assigning any reason and asking 
therefter applicat for reinstelcnicnt to the servicey duly en 

tus c lanation . In this case authorities came to know that 
olcsing a frish Hurm , Reratripla curtificar: Th 10€ was 

IPC Worluan suhmitted a fake certificate all in fact in the 
also icferred to the Collector and District 14agistrala Vjen 

list in tance at the tinic ot lis recruinient his name was 
kl: 1170m olsn with so other certificates for irry and 

punsurcil by cmployment exchange, Subsequently the work 
clarilicuiion is too low the frento front certificates were issuell 

man sublind anothier ontificale which shows that lie is it 
hy 11: Special nicer, The Collector In -h717. Visakhapat 

bunalicc Rurma Reputriate . But cven then if the employ 
mam informet vide his lctter into 3 - 8 - 81 Stine 1.41 :14 The cocut calunye sponsorcd .his name his case can be considered 
found that the pititioner , certififinte tro the cfcct at le 

but not allech without sponsoring by the cmployment exchante , 
ja Pum : Repatriate is correct. Then the matter way le 

Therefore the workman is not entitlett for ny relics and 
primind ausin end : fler due consiiloration it was found 

Ord may le passe :1 accordingly . 
that there is no inssification to reure the cause of the 

6 . The point for consideration is as to whether there are 
11ork along with others Their names will be considered 
,, frc : nioviilet is their paren were sponsore1 by the einzjoy . 

any valid grounds to reinstate the workman by name Sii G . 

Govinda Rao ? If not to what relief ? 
mont cichen Respondent further stated that the retitioner 
having already forced Burmi Renatriate certificate tried to 

7 . At 1.90 VTV out sct I would like to inention that it is 
Corror ºn the mistak - hy producing prothas certi * crtc to the 

on admitted fact by both sides that the workman was appointed 
effect that he is hormon Mete Borrmy Renntriate. The mptitioner 

My respondent management when his name was sponsored by 
mam wr clor his 99 hnna fick Burm7 Kiratriate 
marlier 114 further stats , hy the resmontant that the clies 

emnlovnent exchange , Visakhapatnam . He was given rosting 

order ni he was placed on probation period . During the 
tion of reinstatement doey not rice since his services pripre 

course of prchalirne pasiod antecellerts of the workman We re 
terminated in accordance with the procedure laid down under 

verifick lov the respondent management. The repondeot 
Visakhapatnum Port Employeo (R .S . & P ) Regulations, 1964 . 

inagement cains to know in that verification 1.111t thc worl. 
Therefore Award may be passed a cordingly . 

man subtnittccl a false ord fordel Bum Repatriate certificate , 
4 . On behalf of the workma n WW - 1 is examined and 

On the bacis or it his services were terminated. The work . 
exhibits W - 1 to W - 15 are marked . On behalf of the Manage 

* T107 oprered before this Tribunal and cxanincs himself as 

WW - 1 and rover the contents of hy claim statencnt. 011 
ment MW - 1 is oxamined and exhibits M - 1 to M - 11 are askar . 
WW - L pave evitience proving the contents of his Claim stato . 

oſ the management MW - 1 aprenred hefore this Tuibu 
me nt. He stated that he was appointed by respondent 

rul and cave rebuttal evidence to the evidence of the WW - 1 . 
manager on alhoc hosiw anal that appointment hy resnondent 

Subscrilicnly the worhman appronchel Collectorate and the 
W Terularised as per Ex . W - 1 . He was issued termination 

Collector in ( llon gave i certificate to the effect that he is 
order as ner FY W - 3 . He was neither given notice nor 

n! nuina repatriate from Purn ; But the management did 
one month s pay towards wages. He was not informed wliy 

not consilier his name : s his name was not sponsorer hy the 
his probation was terminated ond why his ser 

: li virent exchange on fresh certificate , I have gone throuinh 
vices 

informiert 

the r 
were discharced . He wis orally 

that 

uitment tulen frunzel hv 1.70 mependent management , 

As spain from 
The workman further move 
he was dismissed from service . 

the By -147134 or the respondent-management 
evidence that he ruwheil to the District Collector and innile a 

under Clasa 141dl it is stated "Acantilats must chlisty 
renresentation to the Snesia Officer. Rehabilitation . They 

this innuinting anhority that his character and ncccdents 

ato : uch us to 77 . him suitalin for ointmont 10 in Arade 
caun other certificate and in fresh certificate was issued ie . 
under Fy, W - 4 . Even then he was not rrinctated . His 

or rigt; 1C ) Decision of the Apncinting Authority is final." 

Dusine . Pre of varification the cntecedents , the certi 
request for reinstatement have negativet hy the respondent. 

f furnitur by the inrkman the :17: 16 came to know 
He further nave evidence that the Original certificato pro 

1 !1 ! *1x Worl " filet 7 forned and fate certificate claiming 
durer ! hy hiin is not forge . Therefore he may he reinstatrit 

1hit is a honride Burma Rontrium . That 10. 1 is ruchvert 
with all back wages . 

for the Burm Roratsiate and he was scircted on the hasja 
motomotorhuis M . 1 mg parirlanna that he is workin ? 

that he wa a genuine Burma Repatriate. When once his 
A Sanier Assistant in the cronitini maroneinant who 1. 177 : 

Cortificate is provri forged the management rightly terminate :1 
rhout the facts of the case inlating to the workman , The 

his services and there is no need in order for enquiry or 
Workmin initially, nomnim mrtas Cena1T ours I wis niven 

ingles chat cum inlicr to find out as to why the services 
ronointment order and the services of the workman were 

POUL prof he treningiert as the naragement come to know 
reeularised by an order dated 27 - 11 - 1980 . The emplovees 

that he furnisher [orded certificate . It false under the termi 

nation simplicitor in view of the above facts and circums 
will he kept under probation for a period of 2 years thereafter 
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tapces i lind that tla uction of the sakiapatnaill l on 

1 - 10 ) of G . Gorina 1903 zajthi 18gard lo reinstatc . 
Trust, raklapillant in discharg1118 Shuu, Govinda kal), 

ment into ICC 14ith back Wages etc , 
Khalast ( shore ) from Hervices is justified , 

13 . Ex W - 13 / - - Photostat copy of the Counter con 
8 . Tule result I find that the action of the management 

ments of G , Govinda Ruo to the comments offereu 
of Visith hupatnam Port Trust , Visakhapatnam in discharging 

by the Management. 
visi 01 . Govinda Rao , Khalasi (shore ) front service W .e . l . 

1 1 . Ex. WV - 14 10 : 3 -89 — Prolostat copy of the order dated 
21- 4 - 1981 is justed . The workman is not entitled to get 

10 - 3 -80) in V . P . NO . 1585, 89 on the file of the High 
any relief. Anand passed accordingly . 

Cout of Juilicale Andhra Pradesh at Hyderabat . 
Dictated to the sonographer and transcribed by hini and 

15 . Ex W - 15- Proof certificale dated 6 - 5 -81 isyucd to 
correctlci by me and given under my hand ant Seal of this 

G . Govinda Rao by the Special Officer, Reception and 
Trilumal on this the 8th February , 1993. 

Rehabilitation Collectorate , Visakhapatnam , 
Y . VENKATACHALAM , Chairman 

Documents marked for the Management 
Appendix of Evidence 

1. Ex. M -1 / “ Attestation form of G . ( Jovinda Rao. 
Witnesses exiimined for the 

2 . Ex. 11 -2 / 19 - 5 -81 - - Ietler with a list addressed by the 

Chief Mechanical Engineer, Visakhapatnamn Port 
Workman : 

Trust, Visakhapatnam to the Dist. Supdt. of Police . 
1. WW -1 -- G . Govinda Rao 

Visakhapatnan with regard 10 False and forged 

Certificates for the purpost of employmenil . 
Witnesses examined for the 
Management : 

3. Fx M - 3111 -6 - 81- - Acknowledgemeni Card addressed 

to the Dist. Supat. of Police , Visakhapatnam . 
MW - I -- Syed Tahir 
Documents marked for the workman 

4 . Ex. 11 - 4 : 22 - 12 - 81 - Letter with statement addressed by 

G , Viswanatham , Chief Mechanical Engincer lo Sri 
1 . Ex. W - 1 / 21- 10 - 80 — Photostat copy of the Temporary 

S . R . Seshagiri Rao , Enployment Liasion Officer with 
appointment Ordei duted 21- 11 - 80 issued to G . 

regard to recruitment of Casual Labour returing of 
Ciovinda Rao , by the Chief Mechanical Engineer , 

original certificates of 7 Bulma Ropatriates. 
Visakhapatnam Port Trust. 

5 . Ex. M - 5 23 - 12 -81 — Achnowledgement Cart addressed 
2 . Ex, W .2 / 27 - 11 - 90 — Photostat copy of the Regularisa 

lo Sri G . S . R ., Seslagiri Ruo . 
tion of choc appointment dated 27 - 11 - 90 issued to 
6 . Vovinda Raound 52 others by the Chief Mechani 

6 . Fx M1 - 6 1 -8 -91- - Copy of letter addressou hy Chief 
cal Engineer , Visith hupatnam Port Trust, 

Mechanical Engineer to the Commissioner of Police , 

Visakhapatnam with regard 10 false ud forged certi 
3 . Fr. W - 3 22 - 4 -81 — Photostat copy of the termination 

ficates for the purpose of employment. 
probation orders dated 22 -4 -81 issued 10 G , Govinda 
Rao hy the Chief Mechanical Engincer, Visakhapat 

7 . Fr, M - 7 - -Acknowletigement Card addressed to 
nam Port Trust. 

the Commissioner of Police , Visakhapatnain . 
4 . Ex. 4 ) -- Photostat copy of proof certificate 

8 . Ex. M -8 3 - 5 - 91- rony ol Memo issued by the Com 
of 

missioner of Police , Visakhapatnan city with regar 
G , Govinda Rao . 

to False and forgcut certificatcs for the purpose of 
5 . Ex. W - 576 -6 -81 — Plotostat copy of the rep y dated 

einployment . 
6 - 6 -81 of Chief Mechanical Engineer, Visakhapatnam 

9 . Ex. M - 9 / 18 -7 -91 / Letter addressed by the S .I . of 
Port Trust, Visakhapatnam to the representation dated 

Police, Harbour Crime. P . S . Visakhapatnam city 10 
20 - 5 -81 matle by G . Govinda Rao for reinstatement 

the Chief Mechanical Engineer Visakhapatnam Port 
of Service. 

Trust with regard to False and forged certificate for 
6 . Ex. W - 6 14 - 9 -81 — Photostat copy of the representar 

the purpose of employment in V . P . T . 
tion dated 14 - 9 -81 made by G . Govinda Rao and 6 

10. Ex. M - 10), 17 - 8 -91 - - Letter addressed by the Chief 
others to the Chairman , Port Trust, Visakhapatnam 

Mechanical Engineer to the Manager ( 0 . P . ) with 
with repard to reinsatement into service . 

regard to I. D . No . 70 ( 1989, Case of Sri G . 

Govinda Rao, Ex. Khalayi (shore ), Mechanical De 
7 . Ex , W - 7 Photostat copy of the letter dated 

partment. 
7 - 1 - 83 from Asst. Labour Commissior ( O ), Vinta 

11 . Fx M - 11 22 -10 - 81 - . Letter dated 22 - 10 -81 utdressed 
khapatnam to G . Govinda Rao with regard to rein 
Tutcment als 9 Khalasi under CME, Visakhapatnam 

by the Desk Officer , Government of India , Ministry 
Port Trust. 

of Labour , New Delhi to the Chairman , Visakhapat 

nam Puri Trust and The General Secretary Visakha 
8 Ex. V - 8 / 4 - 5 - 8 ? - Photostat copy of the reply datel 

palnim l ory Employees Union with regard to Indust 
4 - 5 - 82 of the Chairman . Visakhapatnam Port Trust 

rial Dispute between the management and work nen 
to the letter dated 27 - 3 -82 of Mayor Visakhapatnam 

of Visakhapatnam Port Trust regarding reinstatement 
with regard to reinstatement of Burma Ropatriates 

of 13 Khalasis (shore ) of CAIE S Department of 
into Port service . 

V . P . T . 
9 . Ex. W - 9 /23- 12 -83 - - Photostat copy of the reply dated 

af feromt, 3 , 1993 
23- 12 -83 of the Chairman Visakhapatnam Port Trust , 
Visakharainan to the letter dated 8 - 12 -83 of F . 

FT. TT . 655 - -3f7 faat Tufth , 1947 
Vasudevil Rilah . Adreante 11741 MJ.. A . with regard to 
reinstatement of 7 Burn , Repatriate into Port ( 1947 T 14 ) T SIT 17 TT , 
Service , 

मरकार बनामकांता - मेहमाना ग्रामीण बैंक , के प्रबन्धतंत्र के 
10. Ex. W - 10 / 11 - 12 -87 --- Photostal cony of the relitioner 
dated 11 - 12 -87 of G Govinda Rao before the Asst . 

संबद्ध नियोजकों और उनके कर्मकारों में बीत्र , अनबंध में 
Commissioner of Labour ( C ) . Visuhhapatnun . 

निर्दिष्ट औद्योगिक विवाद में औद्योगिक अधिकरण , अहमदा 
11. Fr. W - 11 /11- 12- 87 — Photostat copy of the note con बाद के पंचाट को प्रकाशित करती है, जो केन्द्रीय सरकार को 

taining the comments of Viskhantom Purt Trust 

rompecantation dated 11 - 12. 1987 if 6 . Govindal R10 2 - 3 - 931 IT TT II 
12 Fx. W - 12 4 -2 R8 - Photostat inny of the reply diled 

ATT17 - 12012 / 292 / 91 – 716 , AT ( - 3 ) 1 
42- 88 of the isst. Labour Commissione s ( C ). Visa 

गजा लाल , इक अधिकारी 
khapatnam to the representation clated 11 - 12 - 87 (Fx. 
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SO . 655 . - ( pursuance of Section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 ( 14 of 1947 ), the Central Government 
hereby published the Award of the ladustrial Tribunal, 
Ahmedabad as shown in the Annexure , in the industrial dis 
pute between the employers in relation to the management 
of Banaskantha Mchsana Gramin Paul ind their workinen , 
which was roceived by the Central Government on the 
2 - 3 -93 . 


[No, L -12012 / 292 /91-IR ( B -3 )] 

RAJA LAL, Desk Olficer 

ANNEXURE 
BEFORE SHRI H . R . KAMODIA , INDUSTRIAL TRI 

BUNAL AHMEDABAD 
Ref. (ITC ) No. 77 of 1991 
ADJUDICATION 

BETWEIN 
Banaskanthe Sichua Guamin Brink , 
Mehsana. 

. First party, 

Versus 
The workmen employed under it . . . Second party. 
In the matter of termination of Shri Subckhan M . 

Puthan , peon w . c . f. 3 .10 .89. 


breach of the mandatory requirement contained in Section 
25F of the I. D . Act, 1947. Hence it has prayed to dismiss 
the roforence with cost. 

4 . Ex. 7 is the deposition of the concerned workman , 
Ex. 9 is the deposition of Devjibhai Rupsinh examined on 
bchalf of the concerned workman . Ex . 20 is the deposition 
of Arunkumar R . Bhargav examined on behalf of the first 
jerty . This is the only oral evidence on the record . The 
parties have brought on record soine documents. They rely 
on the same in support of their respective contentions. ! 
have heard the learned advocate of the parties and I have 
gone through the entire recorl of the case . An impression 
IS created from the written statement Ex. 4 that the con 
cerned workman had never served in the bank . Consequently 
there dues not arise any question of compliance of the re 
quirement contained in Section 23F of the I. D . Act, 1947. 
However in paragraph 4 of the written statement Ex . 4 it 
is contended that the bank has appointed some incssenger 
at Virampur branch in terms of Govt. of India s circular 
(It. 8 -10 -84. It has further contended that since Shri Pathan 
could not fulfill the norms laid down in the said circular 
of 1984 nor his name was recommendel or routed through 
employment exchange his serviccs could not be icgularised 
by the hank . So this paragraph creates an impression that 
Shri Pathan was in service , but then as he could not comply 
with the requircment contained in Circular dated 8 - 10 -84 
his services could not be regularised by the bank . 


party . 


Appearances : 

Shri P . K . Majumdar , Advocate , for the first party . 
Shri D . S . Vasavada, Advocate, for the second party, 

AWARD 


An industrial dispute between the above - named parties has 
boen referred for adjudication under section 10 ( 1 ) of the 
I. D . Act, 1947 to the Industrial Tribunal, Ahmedabad by 
the Desk Officer, Labour Department, Government of India s 
Ordor No . L - 12012 -292 - 91- IR - B . 3 dated 13 - 12 -91. Subsc 
quently it has been sent to this Tribunal for proper adjudi 
cation . The industrial dispute relates to the question whe 
ther the action of the manugement of landskantha Mehsana 
Gramin Bank , Patan (Gujarat ) in terminating the services 
of Subokhan M . Pathan as peon w .e . i. 3 - 10 -89 is legal and 
justiflcd ? If not, to what relief the concerned workmin is 
entitled to ? 


2 . The second party has in its statement of claim at Ex. 3 
contended that he was inclucted in service with ellect from 
3rd October , 1984 by the Manager of the first party . Ile 
continuously worked till 3rd October , 1989. Thus he worked 
for about 5 years . The first party thereafter without assign 
ing any renson terminuted his service . He was not rid any 
nolice pay . He was not paid any retrenchment compensation 
as contemplated under section 25F of the I. D . Act, 1941, 
Thus his services were terminated in virution of tho manda 
tory provisions contained in Section 257 of the 1 . 1 . Ach, 
1947. Therefore it is voil- binitin . He therefore entitled to 
reinstatement with back wagry Ther lure , it has priyaal te 
(lirect the first party to treat him as in service and to pay 10 
him full back wages , 


The concerned workinan is cxamined at Ex. 7. His 
deposition is very very short . He has said that he used to 
work from 11 tm . to 6 p .rn . He has described the naturo 
of work donc by him . We are not concerned with the 

nature of work done by him . He was paid Rs. 1 1| 2 per day . 
He worked for inbout 2 to 3 months with this pcy . He has 
denied to have submitted in writing that he is not willing 
to work . Still howev r he was relicved . Till that date no 
docunient was produced by the bank and consequently no 
document was shown to him that it beurs his signaturo , 
Thus his deposition was taken without showing the document 
to him . His deposition was recorded on 1 - 7 - 92 . The depozi 
lion of the other workman was recorded on 29 - 7 -82 . I here 
after on 4 - 12 - 92 that the bank had produced two documents . 
One of the documents in allegel to be the docuinent gigned 
by the concerned workman . Even then the bank has not 
produced the original document. It has produced xerox 
copy of the document. As it was produced on 4 - 12 - 92 i,c , 
after the deposition of the concerned workman . consequently 
his evidence could not be recorded so far as this document 
is concerned. Shri Arunkuimar R . Bhargav Fx. 20 has said 
about this document. Now if we go through the written 
statement Fx. 4 it is nowhere contended that the concerned 
Workman had submitted his resignation and thus he had vol 
untarily given in his assieninont as the messenger of the 
bank . It therefore appears thut this defence was taken very 
late as the belated defence. It is nowhere mentioned in 
Ex . 4 . It appears to have heen put to the concerned workman 
on 1- 7 - 92. Ile is cross - examinert However, at that time 
also thc locument wis not with the bank . It was rroduced 
itbuut more than 5 months, thereafter , with the result it 
could not shown to the concerned workman and licnce the 
concerned workman his not said that it herrs his signature . 
Now as alreadly said hy ing the document Ex . 21 is not the 
( ininal document. It is the xerox Cory of the document 
und so it cannot be taken into consideration . The learned 
advocate of the second panty hns (trawn my attention to a 
cuse remorted in 1981 ( 1 ) LLJ at page 388 , wherein it was 
held that tho duty of the Tribunal is to confine itself to 
19uesjsett hy the parties and not travel bevond such issues , 
The issons raised by the party can be detormined as a jesult 
of conflict of the parties and as already said by me the 
written statement Ex. 4 joan not contain the contention that 
the concerned workmen hel voluntarily resigned and thereby 
uhondoned the services with effect from a narcicular date . 

6 The concreted work man was raich at the rate of Rs. 180 
ner month . This is what he has said in his deposition . It 
appears that he was a part-tinc cmplovce , l Ic had worked 
from 9 - 10 -8 -1 10 3 - 10) - 89 . There is no question regardinı hig 
Having no worked for 240 <1:1 ! continuously in a piuttii ular 
Calendar year. Therefure , it must be held that he had 
walked continuously for 2.10 days in a calendar year, Or 
conree it annars that he had Inthed as in part time labourer 
Or il part-time employee . I ven then Section 25F will have 
to le complied with before terminating his services As the 


3 . The first party has resistent the statenient of cluim of 
the second rarty hy filing its written stutement Ex. 4 , where 
in it has intor alia contended that Shri Subekhan M . Pathon , 
was not posted at Viramput branch . Ic was never appoin 
ted in bank s service sind so the question of termination of 
servico does not nrise Consequently there does not arise 
any question of his huivina served for 5 yrs . at Virampur 
hranch . The bank has appointed a messenger at its Virampur 
branch in lernis of Govt . of India s circular dated 8 - 10 -84 
and since Shri Prian could not fulfill the norms laid down 
in the soil circular and his name was not recommended or 
routed through emplovment exchange this services could not 
he regularised by the bank . Therefore it has not committed 
619 GI 1934 - 10 
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provisions contained in Section 25F are not complied with BETWEEN 
the terminution of his serviços will have to be regarded as 

The Senior Divisional Manager , Life Insurance Corpora 
void ab initio . His termuration was therefore broughị about i n 
breach of the mandatory requirement contained in Section 

tion of India , Divisional Olice , Jecwan Prakash , 
25F of the 1. D . Act, 1947 . Hence such a termination can 

Patiom , Post Box No. 1001, Trivandrum - 695004 . 
not be recognised by law . Such termination will have to be 

(By Shri S . S . Kalkura , Advocate , Trivandrum ) 
regarded us voicl ab initio . It was submitted that luis namu 
W & S Tot registered with the employment exchange and jo 

AND 
the office had not sent his name with the result that he could 
not be called for interview . We are not concerned with this 

Shri. R . Surcsh Life Insurance Corporation of India , 
requirement. He was already in service . His services were 

Valiya Veedu , Perettil, Movagodu-695144 . 
teiininated without complying with the mandatory require 
mclit contained in Section 257 of the 1.1) Act , 1947 . There 

( By Shii. M , S . Vijyachandra Bubu , Advocate , Trivandrum ) 
fore his termination is yoid ab initio Concqucntly it will 
have to be held that he continues to be in continuous service 

AWARD 
with ellect from the date of his termination with full back 
wages of R ., 180 per month . In the result I pise the follow 

The Government of India ay per Order No . 1. - 17012182 
ing order. 

90 IRB - II , dated oil referred imis Industrial Dispuity for 

udjudication to this Tribunal. 
ORDER 

The issue for adjudication is the following mo 
The reference is allowed and so the termination of the 
services of the concerned workm : Shri Subekhan M . Pathan 

" Whether the action of 1ho management of the Life Insu 
is held to , he void ab initio . Consequently he continues to rance Corporation of India , Trivandrum in removing from 
be in continuous service with effect from the date of his bervice Shri. R . Suresh , Development Oucer with effect 
actuul termination from service at the thonthly pay of from 19 - 4 - 1989 is justified ? 
Rs. 180 / - per month . The first party is directed to pay 
Rs. 200 by way of cost to the second party and hear it If not to what relief is the workninn cntitled to ? " 
Own . 

II . The removal of Shri. Suresh was on the basis of a 
SECRETARY 

domestic enquiry . Sri. Suresh , the workman had a case 

that there was no proper and valid domestic cuquiry . There 
Ahmedubad, 17th February , 1993 . 

fore the validity of the domestic enquriy was tried as a 
H , R KAMODIA, Industrial Tribunal preliminary issue and by Order dated 17 - 11 - 1992 this Tribu 

nal found that there was a proper and valid domestic en 

quiry . The necessary factu involved in this case are stated 
$ faraft , 3 Ara , 1993 

in thut order which I shall extract below in full : 


ORDER 


# 1. HT . 656 - telfr faare ufufrun, 1947 
( 1947 T 14 ) T unt 17 # HARKUT H , prata 
सरकार , भारतीय जीवन बीमा निगम के प्रबन्धतंत्र के संबद्ध 
नियोजकों और उनके कर्मकारों के बीच, अनुबंध में निर्दिष्ट 
औद्योगिक विवाद में औद्योगिक प्रधिकरण , कोलम के पंचपट 
47 741f817 4t , ut A Ti $61 1 – 3 – 93 # 1 
प्राप्त हुआ था । 

[FETT 14 - 17012/ 182 / 90 415 . 9 .-11 -2 ] 

वी . के . वेणुगोपालन , डेस्क अधिकारी 


The removal of Sri. R . Suresh , Developinent Officer from 
the service of the management of Life Insurance Corpora 
tion of India has led to this reference , 

2 . The management, Life Insurance Corporation of India 
initiated disciplinary proceedings against the workman , Sri. 
Suresh alleging five charges as per charge sheet dated 
4 - 5 - 1987 in connection with a proposal for Rs. 5 ,000 on 
the life of one Sri. Sasidbaran Nair, who had expircd about 
nine years ago on 13 - 9 - 1986 . lo pursuance to the charge 
memo the management ordered a domestic cuiquiry since 
thc workman failed to respond to the chargc sheet. Sri. 
M . Mukundan was the Enquiry Oficer who conducted the 
domestic enquiry in which the workman participated through 
out. The enquiry officer found the workman guilty of 
charges 1 to 4 . Accepting the findings of the enquiry officer 
the management ordered removal of the workman from 
their service . 


New Delhi, the 3rd March , 1993 


S . O . 656 . - - 117 pursuincc of Section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act , 1947 ( 14 of 1947) , the Central Govertiment 
herehy publishes the Award of the Industrial Tribunal, 
Kollam ng chan in the Annexure in the Industrial Dis . 
pute between the employers in relation to the management 
of Life Insurance Corporation of India and their workmen, 
which was received by the Central Government on 1 - 3 - 1993 

[No. L -17012 /182 /90 - IRB -II] 
V . K . VENUGOPALAN , Desk Officer 


ANNEXURE 
IN THE COURT OF THE INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL , 
KOLLAM ( INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL , KOLT. AM ) 

(Dated this the 6th day of February, 1993 ) 
PRESENT : 

Sri C . N . Sasidhurun , 
Industrial Tribunal. 

IN 
Tordustrial Dispute No. 2291 


3 . The workman in his claim statement has advanced his 
contentions which are briefly as under : The work nan 
joined the service of management in November , 1984 as a 
Probationary Development Officer . While he was working 
at Adoor he was charge sheeted alleging five charges with 
regard to a proposal for Rs. 5 ,000 on the life of one Şri, 
P . K . Sasidharan Nair without satisfying the identity of the 
life proposed and recommended the acceptance of the propo 
sal that tho workman had issucd receipt acknowledging remit 
tance of Rs. 51. 70 and deposited the amount at the branch 
office of management at Punalur that the worknian submitted 
the S . S . L . C . Book of Sri Sasidharan Nair ag age proof for the 
Proposal that the workman submitted conſidential report und 
issuel receipt and produced age proof for existant rerson 
who had expired nine years ago and that the workrnan had 
furnished false and fabricated particulars about non existant 
person and also manipulated to forge vignature on the pro 
posal purpoted to be that of the life proposed with 
the intention of deceiving the management. The work 
man was not given Tcusonable onnortunity to defend 
his case in the enquiry and the enquiry was in a highly 
partisan manner . He was not given sufficient ou portu 
rity to cross examine the inanagement witnesses and 
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to yive his evidence . The cnquiry ofliccr adalitied docu - basis . The enquiry file containing , show causc notice, 
ments without proving properly . Exhibit No. 15 is one proceedings of the criquiry deposition of witnesses , docu 
uxumple . Material witnesses werc not Exumined in the nients and the findings of the enquiry olliccr have been 
enquiry . The enquiry ollicer has placed blind reliancc on marked as Ext. M1 without cxamining the coguiry officer 
heresuy cvicence . The coquiry was conducted violating as consented to by the learned counsel for the workman . 
principles of natural justice causing scrious prejudice to the The managemcot has not examined any witnesses . The 
workman . The enquiry officer has not analysed the evidence workman also did not adduce any evidence . 
properly beforç v1ving his conclusion . The findings of 
the enquiry officer was perverse , unfair and arbitrary . The 

6 . The management hus raised two preliminary objcctions 
prixedure irregularities completely vitiated the coquiiy . 

in the argument note filed hy the management counsel. 
Churge Nos. 1 to 4 are only sub divisions of charge No. 5 

The first one is that the Government of India has referred 
and the cnquiy officer had categorically foued that charge 

only the removal from service of the workman and iherefore 
No. 5 has not been proved . There is no allegation that the 

no dispute in regard to the validity or lcgulily or propriety 
workman had obtained any monetary gain by submitting the 

of the domestic cnquiry conducted by the manilgement can 
proposal in question and that the Corporation did not 

now be raised . This objection according to me is unsus 
suller my pecunia y loss . According to the workman the 

tainable as it is now settled position of law that in a case 
punishment of removal from servicc is grossly dispropor 

where the retnoval of a workman from the civice was 
tionate and illegal to the nature of charge and the punish 

donc on the basis of a domestic cnquiry and the validity 
ment in uinsustainable. The prayer is for reinstatement in 

of the enquiry is under attach , this Tribunal has to consider 
service with backwages and all other benefits . 

the validity or propriety of the domestic inquiry on 1 

preliminary bullis and if the domestic cnquiry is found 10 
4 . The management in their counter has advanced their be invalid or vitiated the Oanagement has not the right 
contcntions which are briefly as under : This Tribunal has to adduce fresh evidence lo prove the chargc s levelled against 
no jurisdiction to catertain this lispute . The workman the workman with the leave of the Court. 
suppressed material facts and allegod falschood . The perfor 7. Tho next objection is that this Tribunal has no juris 
mance of the workman ay probationary ofiicer was not 

dictions to entertain this dispute. 
at all satisfactory and his probation reriod was extended 

According in learned 

counsel for the management after amendment of 1981 to 
for cinc more year. During that period he submitted a 

the Life Inyurance Corporation Act 1956 anything contain 
popo al 10 the management for Rs. 50110 on the lifc of 

cut in the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (the Act for short) 
anc Sri. P . K . Sasidharan Nair . Since the proposol was 

or any other law or settlement or agreement arrived or other 
under 110n -medical scheme the workman subinitted his 

instruments Muforcc cease to have any force. It is further 
confidential report about the proposer and sued temporary 

submitted that after the aforcmcntioned 3777cudment the 
receipt acknowledging remittance of Rs . 51. 70 . The proposal 

provisions of the Act has got no application in the matter 
form had also been submitted in the handwriting of the 

of service conditions of the employees of Life Insurance Cor 
workman . He also submitted S .S .L . C . Book as proof of 

poration and as such this reference itself is bad in law and 
age . The management relying on the conſidcotial report 

without jurisdiction . In the argument note of management re 
bonafide believing that the contcntiong of the proposal and 

liance was also placed on a decision of the Supreme Court re 
dixuments were true issued a policy on the life of Sri. 

ported in 1982 SC 1126 and also the Calcutta Fligh Court in 
P . K . Sasidharta n Nair for the sum assured of Rs. 5000 . 

Life Insurance Corporation of IV Parmal Chamda, Raha and 
The policy was returned undelivered with the endorsement 

others . At the outset I may state that the management has 
" Addresee expircd - rcturned to the sender " . The manage 

not raised any such objcction in the written statement filled 
ment had received a letter from the father of the deceased 

before this Tribunal earlier. Further the L . L. C . Act or the 
Sasidharan Nair informing that Sri. Sasidhurar Nair had 

ainen menų mentioned above were also not made available 
died long back , Other enquiries of the management also 

to this Tribunal and establish at that Industrinl Dispute Act 
confirmed the said fact. The workman had infact issued a 

has no arplication as contenduci. The journal in which the 
confidential report temporary receipt and also produced 

decisions mentioned above were reported , is also not stated 
proof of age on a non existant person. The yorkman was 

in the argument note . The decisions were not made available 
therefore charge sheeted on 4 - 5 - 1984 and cnquiry was 

to this Tribunal. Hence the decisions could not be consi 
conducted . The enquiry officer found the workman guilty 

dered . Thc leuticd counsel for the workman in the argu 
of the 4 charges and the management ordered the removal 

Dent note has brought to the notice of this Tribunal a 
after giving show cause notice to the workman . The en 

Division Berich decision of the Supreme Court in S . K . 
quiry was conducted properly and strictly aghering to the 

Varoit v , Malesh Chandra and anatiei ( 1983 - 47 FLR 313 ) 
principics of natural justice , equity and goud conscience . 

in support of the argument that this Tribunal has jurisdic 
The workman was granted sufficient opportunity to partici. 

tion to consider the issue under reference . In that decision 
pate in the cnquiry and to cross examine the management 

the Supreme Court exanined the question whether a Develop 
witresses and to lead his own evidence . The crquiry officer 

ment Officer of Life Insurance Corporation is to workman 
fully annlysed the evidence and arrived at his conclusion . 

within the meaning of the Act and the court held that the 
The appeals filed by the workman were also dismissed. The 

Development Officer is a workman within the meaning of 
findings of the enquiry officer was totally based on material 

Section 2 (s ) of the Act. In the case before me also the 
evilence. There has heen no procedural or substantial 

question relates to a disciplinary action and removal from 
efects in holding the enquiry . The claimants deserve 10 

service of a Development Officer. Therefore the decision 
be dismissed from service in the light of the cancs proved 

of the Supreme Court in S . K . Varma cose settled the 
aroinst him . Her say cvidence had not been marked the enquiry 

controversy here. In the light of this decision I hold that 
officer . The exhibit relied on hy the enguiry officer is aclmittedly 

this Tribunal has jurisdiction to entertain this refcrence 
in the handwriting of the workman , Charges number 

and this refererce is maintainable . 

15 
2 and 3 were admitted by the workman , Ext. No. 

The objection raised by 
alonc has not been relied on by the enquiry officer 

the management is unsustainable. 

As 
alleged hy the workman . Even without examining the 

8 . The first point of attack against the enquiry is that 
Hendmaster of the institution from where the S . S . L . C . Book 

the cnquiry was conducted in gross of violation of the 
of the proporcd Sri Sasidharan Nair WHS produced and alco 

principles of natural justice. According to the learned 
due to the nor examination of the agent who allegedly 

counsel for the workman , the workman Vial s not afforded 
furnisheal the details of proposer Sri. Sasidharan Nair to th .. 

ample opportunity to participate in the chuiry to cross 
workman the charge stood proved tycyond doubt. Charges 

examine inanagement witnesses and to adduce cvidence on 
1 to 4 itself tantamount to misconduct and breach of 

his side . It is evident from Ext . Mi cnquiry filc that the 
Reputnsions 21 24 ani 3001 ) of life Insurance Corporation 

workman was represented by a dcfcnce Ajst , jin the enquiry 
of India Staff Regulation 1960. The oction of management 

and the defence Asst. fully and elaboratcly cross examin 
terminating the service of the workman is fuily justified and 

cd the witnesses examined on the side of management. The 
the munishment is only commenunrats with the misconduct 

defence Assistant submitted beforo the inquiry officer that 
of the workman, According 10 the management the work 

thc workman had no evidence to render in the enquiry . 
man is not entitled to any relief. 

The workman or his Assistant never raised any objection 

regarding the person who conducted the enquiry or the 
5. Sirce the validity of the domestic enquiry was under 

procedure followed by the enquiry officer . Thc procedure 
scrious attack , that point whis considered on a preliminary 


- 
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irregularity alleged by the workman in his claim statement had satisfied about the identity of the life proposed. At 
was seen raised at iny point of time during the cnquiry . Thy that timc lite proposed Sri. Sasidhimran Nair was already 
workman and his representative has signed the day to day dead . That itself shows that the workman had a ven the 
proceudings recorded by the oillect without rajsing any ob 

Oswers without inny enquiry or iny - stigation . It is not 
jection whatsoever. These cucumstances make it clear disputed that as Development Officer hd is duiy bound to 
that the cnquiry was conducted strictly adhering to the pri send this vital report 10 form 3251 only after conducting 
ciples of natural justice . The contention dvanced on behalf proper and discrcat enquiry and satisfying hintelí about the 
of the workman in this regard is devoid of merit. 

ideality of the proponent. The loaned counsel for the work 
9 . The second point urged by the learned counsel for 

man tried to establish that the workman blindly believed the 
the workman against e uiquiry is that the inquiry officer has 

ngent who had brought the person and gives the information 
committed serious procedural lapse and material procedural 

to the workman . According to the learned counsel the 
irrcgularities in conducting the cnquiry and therefore the 

workman was made a scape got and actually the agent has 
enquiry is vitiated. It was pointed out by the learned 

conimittsd the misconduct . But such a contention was not 
counscl that the enquiry officer bas committed 

seen raised while examining tho management witnesses in 

a grave 
error in admitting documents without proving them properly . 

the enquiry . Not a single question was asked to tho manage 
As an example the learned counsel pointed out that Ext. 

mer : winesses in this regard liven uccepting thc conten 
No . 15 in the cnquiry which is stated to be a letter dated 

tion that the agent hud brought the life proposed to the 
5 - 1 - 1987 received from Sri Reghunuthan Asan , ageni, who 

workuun and furnished the details , the worktul cannot 
was working under the workman . According to the learned 

ecare from his responsibility as the Devenpurent Officer 
counsel this letter has been leavily relied upon by the en 

to make necessary enquiries and to satisfy himself about the 
quiry vflicer to draw adverse interference against the work 

ideniity of the person and other details . Il in . y be remem 
man . This letter Walls not inacked Jirough Sri. Koghunathan 

here that the agent is working under the Development 
Asan but it was marked through a Senior Officer of the 

Officer . The workno had not proper y exercised his duties 
management who was examined us PW2 thc enquiry . 

is very much clear from these aspects . So the present con 
Marking thic locuments anu relying on the cuotends are 

onlion can be coni,Klered only as i n af er thoughi. The cn 
entirely different. The document in ques.ion was inarkid 

quiry oficer has analysed the evidence properly and came 
tlırough a management witnesses in the inquiry and these 

to his conclusion finding the workman guilty of charge No. 1 , 
was no objection at all from the side of the workman , 

12 , Charge Nos. 2 and 3 were admitted by the workman 
However , the inquiry officer has not placed reliance on this 

and on the basis of the admission the enquiry officer cpiered 
document for arriving at his conclusion against the work 

his finding holding the workman gui: y of thesc charges . 
man . As a matter of fact the cnquiry Officer has not 

Chilrgc No, 4 was also proved Again t the workinan . The 
accepted this document while considering charge No. 5 and 

workman has 10 case that Sri. Sasional Nur , the life 
that charge wigs found in favour of the wordnin , So ly 

propoel was not dead at th time of yocomunding thc pro 
marking Ext. No: 15 in the enquiry 0 ) prejudice was 

posal by the workman . The death of the life proposed had 
caused to the workman and therefore it cannot be said that 

been proved by examination of his father and also hy 
the enquiry officer has committed any procedural lapse . The 

documentary evidence such as death certificate . The sub 
next argument is that the enquiry officer has placed reliance 

mission of confidential report by the workman is Form No. 
wyn huresay evidence without cxamining two material wit 

3251 is not in dispute and also the subinis.. ion of SSLC 
nesses though they wure cited in the witness schedule , AC 

Book as oge proof is also not in disputo . It is also not 
cording to the learned counsel the enquiry oiiccr hus accept 

disputed that Sri, Sasidharan Nair was dead at the time of 
od the statement of PW2 in the coquiry Icgarding the sub 

proposal. It is thus clear that the woskitan hod recom 
mission of S .S . L . C . Book in proof of age of Şri. Susidharan 

mended the proposal of a non cxistant person and thereby 
Nair as per charge No. 4 without examining the principal 

guilly of charge No. 4 . 
of S . D . College of Engineering, door from where the 
workman allegedly procured S . S . L . C . Books rf Sri. Sasidharan 

13 . The workman has a contention that he was y stranger 
Nair, The senior branch manager as PW2 has deposed in 

to the place Adoor where ho was posted recently and work 
the cnquiry that he was informed by the Principul that the 

ing at the time of incident and that he had very little back 
workman had taken away from his instiiurion . 3 or 4 

ground of thc persons and about the arca of his jurisdiction . 
SSLC Books including that of Sri. Sasigharun Nair, "The 

According to him the agent deceived him by producing 
submission of SSLC Book by the workulan before the 

somebody in the place of Sri. Sasidharan Nais . If he was a 
management is not in dispute . There was also no sugges 

stranger as plcaded by him he should hay czercised moro 
tion to PW2 in the cnquiry that he had given false evi 

caution in his dealings with others and should have made 
dence to trap the workma n due to enemity or any other 

courter checking of the details of the litc proposed . This 
reason. Further , on going through the deposition of PW2 

very nrgument of the learned counsel clearly establish that 
there are no reasonil 10 dişhelicve the staten ont of a genior 

the workman had committed grave doreliction of duty that 
branch manager of the management without any reason what 

he is guilty of gross misconduct and that he had committed 
socver. Therefore the non examination oi the principal of 

breach of trust and confidence reposed on him by the Life 
the college is not matcria ). The enquiry officer has not 

Insurance Corporation. There is yet another contention 
committed any procedural lapse iu iclying on the cvidence 

that the workman had to submit 8 proposals on the crucial 
of PW2 and there is 110 procedure irregularsty , 

date and it is not very much easy for him to go very deep 
10 . The third point urged hy the learned count for the in enquiry information pertaining to special reports for all 
workman is that charge No , 5 is ihe sum and substance of thone proposals in a single day . Therefor: according to 
all the charges and tho enquiry officer has foundl charge him he is not guilty of dereliction of duty . But he has no 
No. 5 not proved apainst the workman . Therefore accord case that the management has fixed any time limit for 
ing to the learned counsel the findings of the enquiry officer 

collecting information about the life proposed or that he 
that the workmon is guilty of charges 1 to 4 are not at all was prohibited or precluded in taking more time to ensure 
sustainable . It is truc that all charges uit ha ,ed on one a detailed enquiry . There is also nothing to show that a 
incident. But it cannot he said that the charges are one 

Development Officer has to conduct enquiry of a particular 
and the same. On going through the chetues it is clrar number of proposals on a single day. If he had large volume 
that the charges are distinct and separate, So the conten of work he could have taken more time and discharge 
tion that since charge No. 5 was not proved against the ed his dutice carefully and faithfully . Hence this con 
workman , the workman cannot he stated to be guilly of tention is also without force. 
charges 1 to 4 is without force . 

14 . The workman as per his lctter dated 16 - 2 - 1987 to the 
11. Charge No. 1 relates to submission of confidentint management admitted that he has answered the identity 
report in form No. 3251 on the proposal for Rs 5 ,000 on of the life proposed in the affirmative that he had recommend 
the life of Sri P . K . Sasidharan Nair without satisfying about ed the life for insurarce that he had not taken due 
the identity of the life proposed . The workman has admitt care in verifying the identity of the particular person and 
ed the handwriting in form No . 3251 submitted hy him , He that he believed the agent and had requested to be cxcused 
has certified the identity of the person proponn for insurance , for his lapse . This admission of the workman considered 
He has answered the question in the form stating that he along with the evidence adduced in the enquiry ard the 
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findings of the enquiry officer fully establis s hit the work 
man is guilty of charges 1 to . The enquiry was con 
ducted fully affording umple opportunity to the workman tv 
pirticipate and to give his cvicence. The wquiry Officer 
hay analysed the evidence independently and came to his 
conclusion . In thcsc circumstances I am not persuaded to 
hold that the Linquiry was vitiated or the findines of the 
enquiry officer arc perverse . 
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APPENDIX 
Documents marked on the sido of the management : 
Ext. M1. File contining chuge sheet. enquiry proceed 

ings, statement of witnesses , documents and the 
findings of the enquiry officer, 


15 . In the result, I hold that thc cnquiry was conducted 
fully in compliance with principles of natural justice and 
the fludings of the coquiiy ofiicer are supported by evi 
dence. 


II . The only question now rerrains for consideration is 
regarding the proprictory of punishment imposed by the 
management. The learned counsel for the management would 
conterd that the workman was oil probation and due to the 
misconduct proved against him the mananın harpened 
to issue a policy in the name of dead pernind thereby 
the management lost its reputation . Further the workman 
failed to discharge the preliminary " sponi5 :!ity in verify 
ing the details of the name proposed and also he is guilty 
of buch of Regulation Nos, 21 , 24 and 39 ( 1 ) of staff 
Regulation 1960 of the maragement. So the punishment is 
proper und no interference is calied for fun this Tribunal. 
But according to the lcurned counsel for the workman 
there was no purposeful intention to Caus Dily loss 10 the 
reputation of management and by issuing policy there was 
no moneiary loss to the managem ..nt or any inonetary gain 
to the workman . Further contention of the Icared couse ) 
is that the policy hoppened to hs issucd in the name of the 
deal person due to carelessness of the workuild and there 
was no dclchrate intention to make any vin According 
to the Icarned counsel the present punishment is too excessive , 


Tá fat, 3 H16, 1993 
T . HT. 657 - 31 terifor faata affa74, 1947 
( 1947 47 14 ) # 7 ENT 17 THU À , porta 
मरकार , मिडिकेट बैंक के प्रबन्धतंत्र के संबद्ध नियोजकों और 
उनके कर्मकारों के बीच, अनुबंध में निर्दिष्ट औद्योगिक 
विवाद में औद्योगिक अधिकरण- I , हैदराबाद के पंचपट को 

afera 7 .fr , TETT TETT 47 2 - 3 - 1993 # 1 
प्राप्त हुआ था । 

( TETT T - 12012/ 270 / 89 - 31 - 21 ) 

वो . के . वेणुगोपालन , डेस्क अधिकारी 


Now Delhi, the 3rd March , 1993 
S . O). 657. — in pursuance of Section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (11 of 1947 ) , the Central Government 
herchy publishes the Award of the Industrial Tribunal- I, 
Ily :lerabad as shown in the Annexure in the Industrial Dis 
Pue tietween the employees in relation to the muragement 
of Syndicate Bank and their workinen , which was received 
by the entral Government on 2 - 3 - 1993 . 


[No. L - 12012 / 270 /89 -D2 ( A )] 
V. K . VENUGOPALAN , Desk Officer 


ANNEXURE 


REFORE THE INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL - I AT 

HYDERABAD 


IV . Admittedly there was no monetary 16, 56 in the manage 
ment and no monetary gain to the workman by the issuance 
of a policy in the name of a dad person . It is pertinent 
to note that senjor branch manager to the Punalur Branch 
Oficer of the management has deposed before Enquiry 
Officer " that the workman has no : deliberately secured the 
proposal knowing thut the party was dead , But he has 
licen careless in not verifying the correct fucts that is why 
il il, said his work habit is unsatifactory " . The above statc 
ment make it clear that the workman deliberately not 
secured the policy but everything happened due to his 
carelessness . As per Regulation Nos. 21 and 21 mentioned 
above every employce of th malet jent corpora ! C1 Chall 
serve the corporation honestly and C hfully aid shall main 
tain absolute , integrity and devo.li . io duty etc . and as 
pir Regulation 39( 1 ) the management is empowered to 
inipoc punishment for committiog breach of the Regulations 
of the Corporation and the puunucot includes dismissal 
as well. But as deposed by thc cnior brauch manager The 
workman was carelevi in securinn he proposal which result 
ed in the issurance of the policy in th : name of lead 
person . It may be recalled ihut he had only two ycars 
service with the management and there wis no other COM 
plaint against him during that periud cxcept the present 
charge . But the misconduct happened duc tu nit Coreless 
110sy only 15 admitted by the senior branch manager . On 
an anxious consideration of all ihec Sincts I ain of the 
vicw that the punishment of dir al jo too harsh to be 
sustained . The management faiica 1.) Cousider these aspects 
and failed to award a lesser purishieut However, the 
workmin cannot be let off without any punishment for ihe 
misconducts prove against him . The anguish and pain 
suffered by him due to the loss of his job any denial of 
huckwagcs and all other monetniy benefits would be ade 
quate punishment accorcling to mu ior tie misconducts now 
proved against him . Subject to that ne is ordered to be 
reinstated in service , 


PRESENT : 

Sii Y . Venkatachalam , M . A ., B .L ., Charman . 
Dited the Twelfth day of February , Nintern Hundred Ninety 

Thrcc 
ID . No. 86 of 1984 

BETWEEN 
The Workman of Syndicate Bank , 
Zonal Officer , Labbiret, 
Vijayawada ( AP ) . 

Tetitioncr. 


AND 


The Management of Syndicate Bank , 
Zonal Office , Lahbipct , 
Vijayawada ( AP ). 

. . . Respondent. 
APPEARANCES : 

Sui B . G . Ravinder Reddy, Auvocate for thic workmun . 
Sri E . Madan Mohan Raw , Advocate for the Manageincnt, 


AWARD 


This referece is referred by Government of India , Ministry 
of Labour vide letter No . 1 - 12012 / 270 /89 - 0 .11 ( A ) datett 
20 - 11- 1989 for adjudication of the dispute between thc Man 
- 8Cment of Syndicate Bank and their workman with the 
following Annexure : 


V . In the result. an award is passed diucing the manage 
ment to reinstate the workman , Sri. R , Suresh in the actvice 

of the management without lack vuges and any other 
benefits . 


" Whether the action of the management of Syndicate 

Bank in dismjesing from service Shri A . Venkatarjo 
is justified ? If not, to what rclict is the workman 

entitled ? " 
2 The above reference is registered us I. D . No . 86 of 1989 
in his Tribunal and noticee were sent to both sides. The 


CNSASIDHARAX . Industrial Tribunal. 
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workinan filed claim statement and the brief contents of tho urgent Jumestic work . But only he was remainded on 20 - 1 -81 
sanie aro as follows : 

he did not remit the amount. With regard to the second charge 

i is ütiso the provcu fact and the workman himself aderitted 
It is stated by the workman that he in questioning the idiat he withdrew ihe amouni. Thç workman clearly admitted 
ilegal dismissal of the workmun , who is a member of the 

ihat charges No . 1 and 2 are true . He admitted the guilt and 
Union and worker of the respondent industry , the petitione. - -- 

he also gave reasoning for contritting such quilt as on account 
Union taking up the cause raised the above 1, D , Sri A . 

of his family problems. The workioar. voluntarily admitted 
Venkatarao was appointed as attender in Syndicate Bank in 

gult. It is not correct to state that the cnquiry officer was 
its Venkatagiri brançlı , Nellore District. The workinan was 

Only relied upon the admissions made by the petitioner, but 
discharging his duties to the entire satisfaction of the res 

also conducted the enquiry by follow ng the basic principles 
pondent without any complaints of whatsoever , While so , 

of lutural justice. Sufliciont opportunity was given to the 
Sri A . Venkataraq was issued a charge memo dated 10 - 12 - 82 

workinan to Cross -examine the witnesses and all the copics 
Baking allegation that he misappropriated a sum of Rs. 45, 811 

of the documents have been furnished to the work gian . Sini 
which was received by him for the purpose of payment of 

ply because the workman did not reimburse Rs. 45 .80 ps . 
Telegram bill and the workman fraucantly withdrew a sum 

whic ı false under first charye the reasoil stated by him that 
of Rs. 45 from the S . B . Account on 13 - 11 - 1981 und the 

hc foryotico dụe to domestiz allails is not accepluble . Only 
3rd charge is Sri Venkatarro picked up 20 rupec role on 

uſter Manager reminds he did not lemit bank Telegrain 
12 . 4 -82 from the cushi cabin , The saiti allegations are not 

charges. He is silent in the matter as pointed against him 
correct, Sri A . Venkatarao submitted his explanation with 

and if he really innocent he should have brought to the 
regard to the first, chargc , Ile stated that he forgot to 

notice of the Manager about that amount. 
send the Telegram since he had gone to his native place on 
urgent domestic work and thercafter he re -credited the amount 

With regard to the second charge of 45 rupees withdrawal 
after himself returned to duty . With regard to second charge 

from the S . l . count of one Sint. J . Visuakslunm13 the 
that he submitted and admitted about the incident with suunc chargo was admitted by the workman himself und 
regard to drawal of Rs. 45 from the S . B . Account book for 

because that he recredited Rs. 43 to the account number of 
his tenefit. With regard to 3rd charge the workman had Smal. J . Vigalakshamma. The guilt of the vorhman cannot 
cniphatically denied and while he attempted to hand over be disproved . The workman knows the consequences of the 
Rs. 20 note to the Branch Manager he was forcibly taken inisconduct. With regard to Charge No. 3 Sri S . S . Bhatt 
by thic Assistant Branch Manager and such allegation was Lave in his evidence who is exaniiral M . W . 1 that 
levelled against him . The workman was never had any in Venkatrao in spite or repeated sequests denied that he had 
tontiun to misappropriate the funds and the workman being tahun the note and finally showed him the slip containing 
2 sub -statt ind uneducateul such mistake were committed . It the note number then he surrendered the nute and lie verified 
is further stated that his explanation to the manugernent is the cash and found 20 rupec note was missing and in that 
not properly considered and mechanical regular manner while bundle 9 pieces were there instcud ol 100 pieces . When once 
accepting the finding of the Enquiry Officer. The Enquiry the Hockman was possessing 20 l ipee note and not revealny 
Ollicer had not conducteul enquiry fairly . The enquiry is the fact when it was enquired ly the Arsist& il! Manager it 
illegal and violation of principles of natural justice . The 18 nothing but dishonest on the part of the workman . Unless 
Enquiry Officer conducted the enquiry only against 3r11 the branch manager forcibly taken 20 rupee rote he ought 
charge i. e . with regard to the allged theft of 20 rupee note not have surrendered the note , The Mor:eger stated that no 
for which he uenied the charge . Enquiry Officer should proof in the contention of the workman that cnguiry was 
have conducted the enquiry against all the three charges but not conducted in accordance with the Principles of natural 
hc conductod against only one chorgc leaving the first and justice . It is not correct to contend that the Monagement 
second charges against him , The Enquiry Oficer did not mechanically acccpıcd the finding of the enquiry report. The 
furnish the list of witnesses whu are going to be examined managemont cxamined all the muterial facts involved in the 
in the enquiry . The workman may not engage any counsel cnquiry report and having considered the gravity of thc nature 
to report his case . With regard to the second charge ulthough of the misconduct committed by the workman the Manager 
he admitted but the amount was recredited to the account incnt imposcd capital punishment of dismissing workman 
of the person who is holding the Pass Book . There is no froni service . Therefore the workman was dismissed from 
evidence with regard to the misappropriatior of funds. Ihe the service . The management further contended that the 
second chargo which shows that he committed forgery is contention of the workman that the punishment of dismissal 
not made out. There is no cumplauit given by the account froin service is disproportionale lo the proved charyesis 
holder Smt. J. Visulakshnima in this regard . The Manager untenable . Therefore the workinun is fol entitled zo get 
was also not collected the sample thumb impression of the any relief and award may be passed accordingly , 
S . B Account holder . These facts have not beeo produced 

1 . No oral evidence was adducıl by both sides . Exhibits 
before the Enquiry Officer . 

M1 to M23 Are marked by consent. This Tribunal gave 

linding on the assessment of us to whether the enquiry held 
It is further stated that Smt. Rhowlaxmi, Cashier had given 

Vald or not thal it was held valid . The arguments of the 
hini i chit bearing 20 rurce note and the same was obtained 

both sides are lieord . The learned alvocate for the work man 
from the workman . There is no documentary evidence to 

argued that only ono point before this Tribunal i. e past 
consider that the currency noc was seizecl. There is no 

conduct of the workman is without any punishments . It is 
Panchanuma to that effect. The chit allegedly given by the 

tuinhcr argued that the workian was involved in 3 charges . 
Cashier to the Manuger was also not produced before the First charge was with regurd 10 110n -payment of Telegram 
Enquiry Oficer . The Cashier states tha . she had not notice 

charges for Rs. 45 .80 Ps. That amount was repaid by the 
the workman taking the currency notc from the dawer of 

workman subsequently . The second charge is with regard 
the cash cabin . The evidenccs placed before the Enqury 

to the drawal of Rs. 45 / - from the S . B . Account of one acco 
Officer and their charges are not properly appreciated by 

unt holder by nanie Smit , J . Visalakashimon and the same was 
the Enquiry Ollicer, The enquiry is illegal and sollicient helder by name Smt. L. Visalokolumnull and the same was 
opportunity was not given to the workman during the course also admitted by the workman and recredited the amount of 
of thc cnquiry . Dismissal order is illegal void and he als Rs. 43 to the account of Smt .) . Visuinkshamma. The Third 
stated that the punishment of renoval from service is Jis 

chupę is with regard to attempt to commit fraud of 20 rupee 
proportionate to the proved charges . 

molt from the cash cabin that was recovered from him . Let 

us assuno that workman committed all the 3 offences . But 
3 . On the other hand the management filed the Counter 

the amount involved in all the threr offences put together 
whciein it contends that tho matcrial averments of the claim s is only about Rs. 100 . Whcther it Rs. 100 or Rs. 1.000 
statement are not correct. It cilildat said that the enquiry 

ence is a offence and fraud is a fraud . But il is the duty 
was no conducted in fair manner . The workman was involv of the Management to go through the past record of the 
cd in fraudulent withdrawal of moncy from the customs 40kman in question . If the past record is very had and if 
account. Therefore he is involved in dishonesty And morz ) Here are any incidents of this auture in the past service 
turpitude which tarnished the image of the respondent hizlik of the workinan certainly it is a point against the work man . 
if the netitioner is allowed to vontinue in the services of Un such cases the workman deserves no sympathy. But in 
the lwnk . It is not correct ( vay that th : punishment of this case previous record of the workman is clean , offences 
dismisel is disproportionate to the proved charges . With TC proved involving only about hi. 100 and it is evident that 
gard to the non -Payment of Rs. 45 towards telemtam the The dismissal from service for the said proved charges wherein 
contention of the workman is liat he failed to issue Telegram involvement of about Rs. 100 is disptoportionate . Therefore 
hy Oversight as he had hee si to his Autive place on some the cuisinissal order muy be set uside . 
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On the other hand the lerned advocate for the respondent In this connection I would like to mention that it is an 
argued that absolutely there is no poini in favour of the womitted fact that the previous entire service of the work 
workman on the following grounds. The workmın is in man is without any punishment and he did tot involve 1L 
volved in proved misconduct of misappropriation of public iltly offence of this natura previously . If the workınan is in 
funds cheating and also forgery . Simply because the past volved once or twice in the offence of this nature previously 
record of the workman is without any punishment thc wok during his tenuic of service certainly the workman did not 
man is not entitled to receive mercy in the hurds of the deserve any sympathy or mercy of the niuagement. But 
banking althorities . The banking authorities aken into here in this case it is clcar that the previous service 
account of the gravity 

of 
of the proved chaiges of the workman is clear and without blanic . He also gave 
cheating, forgery and misappropriation of public funds . Tenisoning that his hard domestic circumstances forced to 
Simply because the 20 rupee note was recovered misappropriate and cheat Rs. 45 and also Rs. 45. 80 Ps. under 
Rs. 45. 80 , Rs. 45 were credited to the funds of the respec the churgcs one and two respectively . In vicw of the above 
tivo accounts thc workman cannot claim that he is not in facts and circumstances I am of the clear opinion that this 
volved in such misconduct or forgery or cheatmy. He further Tribunal with quantum of punishment intcrfcre under Sac 
argued that if the workman of this nature are allowed to tion, 11A of the Industrial Disputes Act , 1947 and I consider 
continuo in the Bank the public will loose confidence and that the capital punishment for dismissal from service 
it affects the turi: out of bunk business. 

in 
Cheating, forgery disproportion to the proyed charges aguinst thc workmau 
and dishonestly misappropriation of public funds are not and I am of the clear opinion that the ends of the justice 
small charges and their gruvity its very much high and as will be met if the workman will he appointed in the bank 
such the respondent bank imposed capital punishment of as Altender without uny back wage . He is entitled for atten 
dismissal from service . Therefore the workman is not en dant benefits . 
titled to get any relief and the award may be passed 
accordingly . 

10 . In the result I find that the action of the management 

of Syndicotc Bank in dismissing from service Shri A . Ven 
5 . The point for cousidcration is whether there are any 

katarno is not justified . The respondent is directed to rein 
valid grounds to confirm the Jismissal order passed against 

state the workman, The workman is not entitled to get 
A , Venkatarao by the inanagement is justified or not ? 

muy back wages but he is entitled for attendant benefits . 

11. Award passed accordingly . 
6 . At the very out set I would like to mention that it 
is the admitted fact by both sides that the workman was 

Y . VENKATACHALAM , Chairman 

1 . YC 
involved in misconduct of misappropriation of public funds 
forgery and also chenting. Rs. 45.80 Ps, which was entru t 

Appendix of Evidence 
ed to him by the Manager for issuing the Telegram is mis 
appropriated by the worknun . But when it was enquircu 

Witnesses examined for the Workman – NIL , 
by the management he credited the unic to the funds of 

Witnesse is examined for the Management NIL . 
the management and gave yome explanation . The second 
charge is cheating the person who is having account in their 

Documents marked for the workman 
Bank by withdrawing Rs. 45 . It is an admitted fact by the 

NIL . 
workman himself , and there is no cxcusion for thc same 
as rightly argued by learned advocate for ile respondent, 

Documents marked for the Management 
With regard to the 3rd charge it is only attempt to fruud 

1 . Ex. M1 - Photostat copy of the charged sheet dated 
and fraud in particular and the 20 17pce note in qucation 

10 - 12 - 82 issuicd to A . Venkata Rav hy thc Dy . 
was recovered from the possession of the workman . With 

General Manager , Syndicate Bank , Hyderabud . 
regard to the first charge the workman gave reasoning that 
he left for his home village on account of urgent message 

2 . Ex . M2 – Photostat copy of the reply dt. 31- 1- 83 from 
reccived by him and failed to issue Telegranı, With regard 

A Venkatu Rao to the Dy. General Manager. 
to the second charge he stated that on account of his 

3 . Ex. M3 — Photostat copy of the enguiry proceedings 
domestic problems he was forced to do so a12 ] the amount 

dt. 29- 7 - 83. 
in question was credited to the funds of the S . B . Account 
of the person who is holding the account. 

4 . Ex. M4 - Photostat copy of the inquiry report dt. 

23 - 8 -83. 
7. I would like to further mention that thc quantum of 
money involved either in the cheating or risappropriation 

5 . Ex, M5 Photostat copy of the letter jt. 28 - 1 - 84 froin 
of public funds is only about Rs. 85 .80 Fs . and it is not 

the Dy. General Manager to the workman ( A . 
in thousands or lalihs . Here would like to mention that 

Veokat Ruo ). 
whether the amount involved in question is Rs. 10 . Rs. 100 , 

6 . Ex. M6 - - Photostat copy of the written suhniission of 
Rs. 1, 000 or Rs. 1 lakh is not the point in issue hut the 

A Venkata Rao dt. 10 - 2 - 84 before the Disciplinary 
naturc of the offence is the point in issue. Although the 

Authority , 
workman involved in minor amount of misappropriation of 
public funds cheating a person does not mean that the 

7 . Ex . M7- - Photostat copy of the proceedings of the 
gravity of the proved facts of the workman is reduced to a 

Dy, General Manager dt. 15 - 1- 85 (Dismissal Order ) . 
greater extent, 

8 . Ex, M8- - Photostat copy of thc proceedings of the 

General Manager dt. 23 - 5 - 85 . 
8 . As per the service conditions of the Syndicate Bank 
under Section 12 sub -section ( C ) " In xwarding punishment 

9 . Ex . MI- Photostat copy of the Memo No . 358 / 
by way of disciplinary action the authority concered shall 

95 / 11 /Gen . dt. 13 - 11 -81 issued to A . Venkatarao . 
take into account the gravity of the misconduct the previous 

10 . Ex. M10 _ Photostat copy of the explanation by the 
record , if any. of the employee , and any other aggravating 

workman to the Mcmo dt. 13 - 11 -81 (Ex. M9). 
or extenuating the circum ":tances , that may cxi- t. Where suffi 
cient extenuating circumstances exist, the misconduct may 

11, Ex M11- - Photostat copy of the Mcnio No . 385 / 
he condoned and in care such misconduct is of the " gross " 

103 / 11 , Gen . (lt. 21- 11- 81 issued to A . Venkata 
type , he may be merely discharged , with or without noticr 

THƠ. 

of 
or on payment of a month s pay and allowulce in lieu 

12 . Ex. M12 - Plotostat copy of thc cxplanation dated 
notice . 

25-11-81 by A . Venkata Rao to the Memo dated 

21- 11 - 81 (Ex M11). 
9 . In this case the Standing Orders of the service condi 
tions of the Respondent Bank clearly show : the previous 

13 Ex. M13 — Photostat copy of the Memo No. 101 / 
service record of the workm : should also be taken into 

28 / 12 / Gen . dt. 13 -4 -82 issued to A . Venkatarao . 
account while imposing punishment The Management con 

14 . Ex. M14 Photostut copy of the explanation dated 
tention is that they have also taken the above isste into the 

19 -4 - 82 hy A . Venkata Rao to the Memno dated 
cosideration but they only gave proper purshment in the 

13- 4 - 82 (Ex. M13 ) . 
said circumstances is nothing but dismigal from srvice. 
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Deputy General Manager , 
Allahabad Bank , 
Hazaratganj, 
Lucknow . 


et 41. 26. subminal Office Dyi 


15 . Ex , M15 – Photostat copy of the letter dt. 4 - 1 -83 by 

A . Venkaturuo to the Dy, General Manager, Syn 
dicate Bank , Zonal Office , Hyd ., requesting for time 
to submit explanation to the charge hect dated 

10 - 12 - 82 ( Ex . M1) . 
16 . Ex. M16 – Photostat copy of the letter dt. 18 - 1- 83 

by A . Vonkatarao to tho Dy. General Manager , 
Syndicate Bank . Zonal Office , Hyd . requesting fur 
ther time to submit explanation to the charge 

shcet dt 10 - 12 -82 (Ex, M1). 
17 . Ex . M17 - - Photostat copy of the explunation dato 

31- 1 -81 by A . Venkata Rao to thc charge sheet 

dt. 10 - 12 -82 ( Ex, M1). 
18. Ex. M18 – Photostat copy of the Enquiry notices dt. 

4 -7 -83 by the enquiry officer 10 A . Venkata Rao . 
19 . Ex. M19 – Photostat copy of the list of document s 

and witnesses on which the jnanagement wished to 
reply upon to prove the charges against the work 

man before enquiry officer. 
20 . Ex. M20 – Photostat copy of the material documents 

produced before enquiry officer loy the Management. 
21 . Ex . M21 - Photostat copy of the representation dt. 

27- 10 - 88 made by Joint Secretary , Syndicate Bank 
Staff Union to the Asst . Labour Commissioner 

(C ), Vijayawada . 
22. Ex, M22 - Photostat copy of thc view of the Manage 

ment dt. 26 - 11 - 88 before the A .L . C ., ( C ), Vijaya 

wada . 
23. Ex. M23 – Photostat copy of the failure report dt. 

4 - 5 . 89 by thc A . L . C . ( C , ut Vijayawada to the 
Secretary to Government of India , 


AWARD 
1. The Central Government, Ministry of Labour , vide its 
Notification No. L - 12012 /293 / / 86 D . II( A ) dated 12 - 6 - 87 has 
referred the following dispute for adjudicution to this Tribu 
nul : 
Whether the action of manugement of Allahab :id Bank 

in relation to their Risia Branch , Fakharpur Branch 
and Chiruiyakut Branch in terminating the services 
of S / Shri Vijaya Bahadur Arya , Lal Bahadur Arya 
and Vednath Ram w . e. f. 13 - 11 - 82 , 29 - 3 - 82 and 
29- 10 - 82 respectively and not considering them for 
further employment while recruiting fresh hands 
under soc . 25H of the I. D . Act is legal, fair and 
justified ? If not to what relie ! the workmen concern 

cd are entitled ? 
2 . The present casc was ordered to procced for the cross 
examination of the workmun on 20 - 9 - 91 and the next date 
was fixed in the case as 15 -11- 91. Since 15-11- 91 the cross 
cxuinination of the workman could not take place due to 
various reasons Attributed on the part of the workmun / their 
fluth . representatives till 9 - 2 - 93 . I may state here that on none 
of the datos fixed between 13 -1 -91 and 9 - 2 - 93 the workmen 
concerned appeared in the case . Thus from the above it up 
pears that neither the workmen nor their /his authorised re 
presentative (s) are interested in prosecuting the casc any more. 

3. Therefore, in vicw of the above. a no claim award is 
viven in the case . 

ARJAN DEV , Presiding Officer 


the fact, 3 H , 1993 


He faro , 3 Ara , 1993 


47 . 97 . 658. - - tallfri faata ufafah, 1947 
( 1947 T 14 ) fit ArT 17 T H ospita 
सरकार , इलाहाबाद बैंक के प्रबन्धतंत्र के संबस नियोजकों 

और उनके कर्मकारों के बीच, अनबंध में निर्दिष्ट औद्योगिक 
विवाद में केन्द्रीय सरकार औद्योगिक प्रधिकरण , कानपुर के 
पंचपट को प्रकाशित करती है, जो केन्द्रीय सरकार को 
2 - 3- 1993 Ft 917 EATTI 

[HEAT 57 - 12012/ 298 / 86 – 61– 2 ( ) ] 

वी . के . वेणुगोपालन, डेस्क अधिकारी 


HT . AT . 659 . -- utafiti fara afufruh , 
1947 ( 1947 | 14 ) FT ETT 17 

TOH 
केन्द्रीय सरकार नेशनल बैंक फोर अग्रीकलचर एन्ड रूरल 
डेवलपमेन्ट के प्रबन्धतंत्र के संबद्ध नियोजकों और उनके 
कर्मकारों के बीच अनबंध में निर्दिष्ट औद्योगिक विवाद में 
केन्द्रीय सरकार औद्योगिक अधिकरण , कानपुर के पंचपट को 
प्रकाशित करती है जो केन्द्रीय सरकार को 2- 3-1993 
को प्राप्त हुया था । 

TA . MT - 12011/41/ 88 91 Tat - I ] 

वी . के . वेगगोपालन , डेस्क अधिकारी 


New Delhi, ihe 3rd March , 1993 


S . O . 658. - In pursuance of Section 17 of the Industrial Dis 
putey Act, 1947 ( 14 of 1947 ), the Central Government here 
hy publishes the award of the Central Government Indust 
rial Tribunal, Kanpur as shown in the Annexure in the In 
dustrial Dispute between the employers in rlation to the man 
agement of Allahabad Bank and their workmen , which was 
received by the Central Government on 2 - 3 - 1993. 

IN 12012 /298 /86 -1)2A ] 
V . K . VENUGOPALAN , Desk Officer 


ANNEXURE 


New Delhi, the 3rd Murch , 1993 
S . O . 659, - In pun suance of Section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act , 1947 ( 14 of 19.17), the Central Government 
hercby publishes the award of the Central Government In 
dustrial Tribunal, kanpir as shown in the Annexure in the In 
dustrial Dispute between the employers in relation to the 
management of National Batik for Agriculture and Rural 
Development and thrir workinen , which was received ly the 
Central Government on 2 -3 - 1993. 

[No . i2011 /41 / 88 - IRB -11 
V . K , VENUGOPALA ! , Desk Officer 

ANNEXURE 
BEFORE SRI ARJAN DEV PRESIDING OFFICER , 
CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTSJAL, TRILONAL 
( UM -LABOUR COURT, PANDU, NAGAR , KANPUR 

Industrial Dispute No . 162 wf 1989 
In the matter of dispute between : 
Sri Deep Kumar Bhuriyir , 
( / o Sri M , Chakeel, 
1 Abdul Aziz Lane, 
LUCKNOW . 


BEFORE SRI ARIAN DEV PRESUDING OFFICER , CENT 
RAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL -CUM 

LABOUR COURT, PANDU NAGAR , KANPUR 


Industrial Dispute No. 62 of 1987 
In the matter of dispute betvieel : 
S / Sri Vijaya Bahadur Arva , Lal Rahudur Arya 

nath R ? C / o Dr, P , C , Bajpai, Allahabad 
Swaroor Nagar, Kunpur, 

AND 


Ved 
Bank 


(R17 11 - 


* ( ii ) ] 
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ANNEXURE 
BEFORE SRI ARJAN DEV I RESIDING OFFICER , CEN . 
TRAL GOVEINMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL -CUM 

LABOUR COURT, PANDU NAGAR , KANPUR 


NABARD (General Manager ), 
11 Mahatma Gandhi Marg, 
Lucknow . 

AWARD 


1. The Central Govertiment Ministry of Labour vide its 
Notification No. L - 1201141189 UR Bank dt. 17 - 7 . 89 . has 
referred the following dispile for adjudication to this Tți 
budal — 


Whether the Cencal Manalu National Agriculture 

and Rural Development Bank Lucknow was justi 
fied in termination the services of Sri Decp Kumar 
Bhuriya w . c. f. 26 -6 - 5 in violation of section 25G 
& 251-1 of 1.D . Act, 19 .17. It not to what ielief the 
workman is entitled ? 


In this case vide order dt . 5 - 6 - 91 the appearance of Sri 
M . Shakeel as authorised representative for the workman was 
Jisallowed , and the case was ordered to come up for the 
CLOSE cxamination of the workman on 5- 8 -91, Since 5 - 8 - 91 
till 26 - 5 -92 the workman did not appeared in tho case . On 
11- 8 -92 the workinan appeared but the case was adjourn 
ell on account of paucity of time, to 13- 10 - 92 . On 13 - 10 - 92 
when the case was taken up it was noticed that the workman 
has not fled the annexures roferred to in his affidavit ond 
therefore , it was ordered that the workman should do the 
needful by 7 - 12 - 92 and the case was adjourned to 9 - 12 - 92 . 
The case had to be adjoumed to 21- 12 -92 on account of 
the fuct that the camp court at Lucknow would not he held 
As Curfew was imposed in the city of Kanpur , On 21 12 - 92 
the case was ordered to come up on 3 - 2 -92 at camp Lucknow . 
On 3 - 2 - 92 the workman did not turn up in the case . Since Sri 
Shalcel had already been debarred from appearing from the 
side of the work man vide order dt 5 -6 - 9 ) , therefore his 
presence on 3 - 2 -93 has no meaning. 


Industrial Dispute :mber 288 of 1990 
In the matter of dispute benneer : 
Sri R . C . Trivedi, 
General Secretary , 
U . P . Bank of Baroda Eniplcyees Union , 
Cro Bank of Baroda 90 / 16 ,5 Dual Market, 
Iftikharabad Chamra Mandi , 
Karlfur , 

AND) 
Tho Regional Manager 
Bank of Baroda, 
Rocionul Olicc 35 - D And Ashvam , 
Murg Port Box No. 38 Barcilly . 

AWARD 
1. The Central Government, Ministiy of Labour , vide ito 
Notification number L - 12011 / 48 . 90 .T. R . ( B - II) di, 13 - 12 - 90 , 
has referred the following sispute for adjudication to this 
Tribunal - - 
Whether the action of the management of Bank of Baroda 

in termmating the services of Sri Nityanand Slo 
Shin dayal Puri is justified ? lf not to what relief 

the workman is entitled ? 
2 . The instant care was crderual to come up on 27- 1. 93 
for further orders . On 27- 1 -43. when the case was taken 
up Kumari Minu Soni appeared for thic Union and Sri V . K . 
Gupta appeared for the in .: 77 .15ement, Kupari Minu Soni the 
authorised representativo for 1!ic union submitted before the 
Tribunal that she had teen inloric by the Union that in 
view of the workman s aplication , the union had nothing to 
do in the case . I may state here that on application by the 
workman is on record which incura to have been recolved 

in the office of the Tribunal on 109- 92. According to this 
application the workman has submitted that it jg the manage 
ment s prerogative to make him serntent in service in futuro 
vacancics and he shall not lay a claim for permanency in 
scrvice . 

3 . Thus in view of the statements given by Kumari Minu 
Sont the milithorised representative for the inion nnd also 
in view of the contents of the application of the workmin , 
it Agents that there is nothing for determination in the ing 
tant carc As such the reference is decided accordingly . 

4 . Hence held that the action of the management sif Hank 
of Bilinda in terminating the services of Sri Nityanand S / a , 
Shiv Dayal Puii ls Justified . 
s Reference is answered accorlingly, 

ARJAN DEV , Presiding Officer 
The forgott , 3 ATH , 1993 


3 . In view of the facts and circumstances of the case it 
appears that the workman 19 not interested in prosccuting his 
CH " c . Therefore a no claim award is given in the case against 
the workman , 


4. Reference is answered accordingly . 


ARJAN DEV , Prosiding Officer 


af forenit, 3 HT , 1993 


fit. q . 660 , - - talfirati facto garu , 
1947 ( 1947 # 1 14 ) urt 17 garso 7 , 
केन्द्रीय सरकार बैंक आफ बड़ोदा के प्रबन्धतंत्र के संबद्ध 
नियोजकों और उनके कर्मकारों के बीच अम्बंध में निर्दिष्ट 

औद्योगिक विवाद में केन्द्रीय सरकार औद्योगिक प्रधिकरण 
कानपुर के पंचपट को प्रकाशित करती है जो केन्द्रीय 
TTT 2 2 - 3 - 1993 Fit gra 3T ari 
[ 1. 7 - 12011 /48/ 90 9f are at - 21 

7. 7 . 2009TTt, i afrit 


New Delhi, the 3rd March , 1993 


FT . 91 . 661. - - Theth feara afufu, 1947 
( 1947 T 14 ) wit ETT 17 i 

Henry 
सरकार बैंक पापा बडोदा के प्रबन्धतंत्र के संबद्ध नियोजकों 

और उनके कर्मकारों के बीच अनबंध में निर्दिष्ट औधोगिक 
विवाद में केन्द्रीय सरकार औद्योगिक प्रधिकरण कानपुर 
के पंचपट को प्रकाशित करती है जो केन्द्रीय सरकार को । 
2- 3- 1993 41 919 ZA 
[TTEET 1 - 12012/ 236 / 90 Tyre at- 2] 

बी . के . वेणुगोपालन , डेस्क अधिकारी 
New Delhi, the 314 March , 1993 
$ . O . 661. - In pursuance of Section 17 of the Industrial 
Dinuptos Act, 1947 ( 14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby nublishes the award of the Central Government 


S . O . 660, — In pursuance of Section 17 of the Industrial 
Dispute : Act 1947 ( 14 of 1947) the Central Government 
hereby publishes the Award of the Central Government Ia 
dustrial Tribunal, Kanpur As shown in the Apnexure in the 
Industrial Dispute between the employery in relation to the 
munagement of Bank of Baroda and their workoon , which 
wsa received by the Central Cicverument on 2 - 3 - 1993. 

(No . L - 1201-1 /48 /90 - IRBII] 

V . K . VENITOPALAN , Dest Officer 
629 61/93 – 11 
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The farat, 4 ART , 1993 


Industrial Tribunal, Kappu as shown in the Annexure in tho 
Industrial Dispeto between the employers to relation to the 
management of Bank of Baroda and their workmen , which 
was received by the Central Government on - 2 - 3 - 1993 . 

V . K . VENUGOPALAN , Desk Omcer 

[No . L -12012 ,236 /90 -IRBII] 


ANNFXURE 


FT . T . 662 - - Tha fata affah 19 .17 
( 1947 ft 1.1 ) T TTT 17 497770 time 
सरकार बैंक आफ इंडिया के प्रबन्धन के राजद नियोजकों 

और उनके कर्मकारों के बीच अनबंध निदिष्ट औद्योगिक 
विवाद में केन्द्रीय सरकार औद्योगिक प्रधिकरण, न . 2, मुम्बई 
के पंचपट को प्रकाशित करती है जो केन्द्रीय सरकार को 
3 FTP , 1993 #Tara Bagi 

[agar tat- 12012/158/ 89 – 312 ( ) ] 
__ वी . के . वेणुगोपालन , उस्क अधिकारी 


BEFORE SRI ARIAN DEV PRESIDING OFFICER , CEN 
TRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL - CUM 

LAROUR COURT, PANDU NAGAR , KANPUR 


Industrial Dispute No. 9 of 1991 
In the matter of dispute betwicen : 
Sri Koptan Singh , 

Co Representative of Bank of Baroda Association , 
1.57 -New Adarsh Nagar, 
Balaveshwar Road , 
Agra 


New Delhi, the 4th March , 1993 


AND 


The Regional Manager , 
Bank of Baroda. 
Bareilly Region , 
35 - D Anand Ashram Marz , 
Barcilly . 


S . O . 662. - - In pursuance of Section 17 of the [ndustrial 
Disputos Act, 1947 ( 14 of 1947 ) , the Central Government 
hereby publishes the Award of the Central Government In 
dustrial Tribunal, No . 2 , Bombay as shown in the Annexure 
in the Industrial Dispute between the employers in relation 
to the management of Bank of India 100 their workmen , 
which was received hy the Central Government on 3 - 3 - 1993 . 


[No. L -12012 / 158 / 89 -D2 AJ 
V . K . VENUGOPALAN . Desk Officer 


ANNEXURE 
BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 

TRIBUNAL NO , 2 , BOMBAY 


AWARD 
1. The Central Government, Ministry of Labour , New 
Delhi. vide 11. Notification No. L 12012 / 236 / 90 -1.R (B - 2 ) 
dated 6 - 2- 91. kas referred the following dispute for adjudi 
Çation to this Tribunal : 
Whether the Regional Manager, Bank of Baroda , Barcilly 

WO justified in terminating the sorvicos of Sri 
Kaptan Singh slo Lallan Singh in subordinate cadre 
w .e .f. 19 November, 1986 ? If not, to what relief 
the workman coucerned is entitled ? 


PRESENT : 
Shri P. D . Apshankar, Picsiding Onicer. 

Reference No. COIT -2 / 38 of 1989 
PARTIES : 
Employers in Relation to the management of Bank of 

India 


2 . The instant case wa s ordered to come up on 27- 1-93 
for further orders. On 27- 1-93 , when the case was taken 
up Km . Minu Sooni aspeared for the Unlon and Sri V , K . 
Gupta , appeared for the management. Kumari Minu Soni, 
submitted bofore the Tribunal that she had been instructed 
by the Union that in view of the workman s application . 
the Union had nothing to do in the case. I may blate here 
that an applicaticu by the work man is on record which ap ! 
pears to have been received in the office of the tribunal 
on 30 - 9 - 92 . According to this application , the work 
man has sulmitted mat it is the management s prerogative 
to make him permanent in Service in future vacancies and 
he shall not lay a claim for permanency in service, and 
as such he irrevocably withdraw thc case . 


Their Workmen 
APPEARANCES : 

For the management- - Shri R , B . Pitnle, Representative . 

For tho Workman - Shri Anil Phoujdar Representative, 
INDUSTRY : Banking, 

STATE : Maharashtra . 
Bumbay , dated the 11th February, 1993 

AWARD 
The Central Government by their order No. L - 12012 
( 158 ) / 89 - D . I ( A ) dated 1 - 9 - 1989 have referred the following 
Industrial Dispute to this "Tribunal for adjudication under 
Section 10 . 1 ) (d ) of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 . 
" Whether tlie action of the management of Bank of 

India , in relation to its Uruli Kanchan branch in 
not giving the regular posting and terminating the 
services of Shri Tukaram B . Jadhav , { casual 
worknan w .c. f. 27-6 - 1988 iş justified If not, to 
what relief the workmon is entitled ?" 


3. Thuy in view of the statements given by Km . Mimi 
Soni the uth , representative for the Union and also in 
view of the sukiniinong mady in the application it appears 
that there is nothing for determination in the instant case. 
As such reference is decided accordingly . 


4 . Held that the action of the Regional Manager , Bank 
of Baroda , Barcilly , was justified in terminating the services 
of Sri Kaplun Sinch so Lallan Singh in subordinate Cadre 
w . e . f. 19 November 1986 . 


The case of the workman Shri T . A . Jadhav as disclosed from 
the Statcnient of Claim ( Ex. W / 2 ) filed on / his behalf by the 
Joint Socretary of the Bank of India Workers Organization in 
short is thus: 


5. Reference is answered accordingly . 


ARTAN DEV , Presiding Officer 


Tho said workman Shri Jadhav who is a member 

of the said unlon , was working as a badli shifoi at 


[ATT Il -- 


3 (ii ) ] 


HAT T 
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no d spute with the bulk over the quesion in dis 
pute , and as such irrustrial dispute exists tet 
ween the bank and the women which can lintake 
lliç churacter of an Ini l ! ļial dispute as coutenpla 
ted under Section 24 of the Industrial Disques Act, 
1947 It is mentioned in the present refe ence Thut 
the ecivicos of th : v. llli Shri Jadhav have l een 
terminated by the lank vith effcct from 27 . - ) 88. 
However the services of the workman had not con 
terminated , and he is still cng yed as hauli sc poy 
at Uruli Kanchan branch of the bank . The dispute 
in question relates only to his churn for his ab . 
sorption in the reliur services of the bank als sepuy. 


Utuli Kanchan branch , District Pure from 16 - 12 -85, 
His name was sponsored through the cmployment 
exchange . He was performing the regular and perma. 
nent duties of a sepoy at the said branch , He was 
paid a regular wages applicable as a scpoy. He was 
in continuous service from 16 - 12 - 1983 . While in 
SCIVICO 178 submitted inedical certificate and the certi 
ficate regarding his characler and the conduct etc . 
to the bank management. Ho also produced the 
School leaving certificale and the casts certificate . 
He belongs to Scheduled Castes. On 
receiving the said papers, the Deputy 
Clief Officer of the baok Shri Purkar orally told 
the said workman that he was appointed as full time 
seroy at Uruli Kanchan branch from 17- 6 - 1988. Ile 
was appointed as full time sepoy at Uruli Kanchan 
branch from 27 -6 - 1988 in the vacancy of Shri 
Nandco Waghmode , who was transferred to the 
Karve Road Branch of the bank at Pune. Tho said 
workman Shri Jadhav reported his duties at Uruli 
Kanchan braich at 27 -6 - 1988 29 per the instruction 
of the Regional Office . However, the manager ol 
hat branch refused to allow him to join his duty 
on that day on the ground that his order was can 
celled , On enquiry to the regional oflice, the work 
tan Shri Jadhav we told that his order was crn 
celled and another " Arl- time employee was being 
2prointed at Uruli Kanchan bianch . Thoreafter , the 
workman and their union raised tho industrial dis 
pute tefore ALC (Cutral, Pune. As the concilia 
l on proceedings endel in failure, the Central Gov. 
crnment made their reference as above. 


2 . The Union further alleged thus : 
The Head Office of the Bank had instructed 10 fill the 

then cxisting the centrewisc vacancies of gepoys by 
absorbing badli seroy preferably from badli sepoys 
who were complot16 more than 240 days os en 
1 - 2 - 1988 . The workiran Shri Jadhay was one of 
such persons. No instructions were giveli ! y the 
higher authority to fill the said vacancies through 
part- time cmployees . By concelling the appointment 
of Shri Jadhav at Uruli Konchan Branclı , the latik 
sudopted an unfair latrer practice . The then existing 
folicy of absorption of Radli sepoy at Uruli kanchan 
branch was changed by the bank in Jung 1988 at 
the time of the absorprion of tho work : Siri 
Judhav . However , no notice is required under Sec 
tion 9A of the Industrial Disputes Act was diicn to 
the concerned employce The bank s action of not 
aborbing the workman Shri Jadhav as full time 
seroy at Uruli Kanchana branch when the past 
the bank had fillcct in all previous vacancies at the 
branch through badli scrive working at that brunch 
only . amounts to the violation of the principle of 
equality . The ban action of not giving the rost 
of a full time sepoy and not regularising the ser 
vices of the workman Slui Jadhav from 27 5 - 1988 
amounts to illegal termination . Therefore , the 
union lastly prayed that this Tribunal should hold 
the nciinn of the honk minagement at Urnli Korchon 
Branch in not giving the color .posting 2014 term 11a 
ling the services of the workman Shri Tadhav A casual 
worker .sf. 27 - 6 - 1 ; $ ? į: illegal, and should direct 
The link management 10 regularise the services of 
Shri ghav as a full time scpoy at Uru . Kanchan 
from 16 -11 1985 : to give him all incidental benefits 
of the services or to rugelsrise his services :15 a full 
time serov at Uruli Ksuchan Branch fr.om 27-6 - 68 
and to give him all incidental benefits of the services 


4 . The bank management further contended ibus : 
The said workman is working as a badli scpoy at Uruli 

Kanchan branch of thic bank , Distt. Punc since 

16 - 12 1985 purely on tcmporary / daily ligos basis. 
Alcuncy of full l Il poy was crcuted at the 

tanch because of th : 110ner of a full time rim . . 
nent sepoy from that branch to the Kaive Road 
Era : ch . In the Pun : ( i ) 121anches whenever :) cic 
Used to be a vacancy at 111 t me/ part time seroy 
it used to be filled in by absorbing the part time 
sepoy in that vacany, and a badli sepoy used to be 
absorbed in the desulLe part 1:me sepoy . This policy 
is being followed in the Pune city branches since 
the last many yeary However that placiica/ policy 
was not being followedi al branches outside tho 
l une city branches : in filling up the vacancies due to 
restricted availability and willingness /non -willing 
noss of the existing part time employees.. On the 
above said background, the Uruli Kanchan Branch 
was advised that it was decided to consider the 
workman Shri Jadhav s Candidate for thọ rost of 
full tio sepoy, who was then working as a hadli 
sepoy at that branch in the vacancy of Shri Wagh 
mode , who was being transferred to som : Other 
branch , and tho Urui Kanchan branch was asked 
to get the necessary foripalities, such as filling in 
the application form , niedical examinaiton , referee s 
report etc , completed . However , lateron in terms of 
para 20 .6 of tho Bi-partite settlement of 1966 . It 
was decided to fill up the vacancies of the full time 
scpoy at Urli Kanchan ( ranch hy absorbing a 
part time employee , and as such the workman Shri 
Jadhav could havo 1bsorhed only as a part time 
sepoy in the resultant vacancy . In these circumstances 
the Uruli Kanchan Branch was advised to withhold 
engaging the workman Shri Jadhav as a permanent 
full time sepoy from 27 - 6 - 1988 and to continuo him 
being engaged as badli arpov until further instruc 
llons. As such the workman Shri Jadhav is he ng 
engaged as a badli sepoy at Uruli Kanchan branch 
This is for the reason that the existint rarmanent 
part -time sepov would get an earlv opportunity to 
become full-time, and the basis who are iunior to 
them in service would also get in ondoriunity for 
being absorbed as part time employees on permal 
rent basis. 


3. The Bank of India by their Written Statement ( Fr. M / 3 ) 
contested the said claim of this union , and in sikstin . c , 
contended thus : 


The bank management further contended that it 19 
not true that the hank officer Shri Purkar had orally 
told the workman Shri Jadhay that he w79 aprointed 
as a full time Repoy at Uruli Kanchan Branch w . c . f . 
27- 6 - 1988 . It was never informed to the Urusi 
Kaachan Branch that the said wortiman was ap 
pointed as a full time sepoy at the branch from 
27- 6 - 1988 in the vacancy of Shri Waghmode who 
wag transferred to the Karve Road Bronch of the 
Bank in Pune city . It is not truc trail the workman 
Shri Tadhav had molie an enquiry with 110 Regional 
Office of that he was told that lits oriter was can 
called . It is not true that the honk in the tas had 
filled in all the poste of full time shipnis from the 
badk sepov at the Uruli Kanchan branch , Tt is not 
true that the existing molicy of phiception of badli 
sepay at the Uruli Kankan Pronply was rhonnert hy 
the hank only at the time of the ab - orntion of the 
workman Shri Jadhay. As there was no chonge in 
the rolicy . there was no oliestion of afviris any 
notics under Section 9A of the Trustrial Tisnutes 
Act to the workman The hank tror derrived work 
man Shri Jadhay of his claim for shaorstion as 


The Bank of India Worleys Organization , i,e Die Lite 

in question has no 1 C" s andi to espoure the care 
for and on bchalf of the workman Shri Jadhav. No 
srecific authority has been given to the Joint Secre 
tart of that organizator tu espouse tho .co11 of the 
workmcn . The majo li / of the workman of the said 
tank are tl. e memoms of the Bank of Ind a Stuff 
Union , and union retroviis about 90 per cent of 
employees by the Bank . The said majority union had 
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full time sluipai. The bank inanacement, therefore , 
lastly prayed that this Tribunal should uphold the 
action of 100 barik mana client in question 200 
should reject the prayer of the union . ; 


5. Thc Issuos framed at Ex. 4 aro : 


Commissioner dated 14 - 10 - 1908 that he has aviborisxd the 
Joint Secretary of the unión Sbri Phoujdar to pleu his case 
Leiore him , The conciliation proccecling before the Assistant 
Labour Commissioner were altcoded by the said General 
Secretary of that union and by the bank management before 
the Assistant Labour Commissioner. It is further seen that a 
certain settlement had taken place between the said ninon 
and the bank management on 6 - 3 - 1984 regarding tho working 
hours of the bank. Ex, 22 - A is a copy of that settlement. 
As such I find that the uniuni in question is quite competent 
to tspouse the cause on behalf of the said workman before 
this Tribunal as the industrial dispute existed beiwcen the 
parties, 


ISSUES Nos. 1 and 2 are therefore found accordingly. 
9 . ISSUES NOS . 34 and 5 


( 1 ) Whcther to Bank of India Vuikers Organisation 

has no locus standi lo espouse the cause for and on 

behalf of the employee Sliri T . B . Jadhav ? 
( 2 ) Whistler no incluztrial dispule as contemplated under 

Section 2 (k ) of the Industrial Disputes Act exists 
betwecn the said otyanization and the Bank 

management. 
( 3 ) Whether the services of Shri Jadhav have not been 

terminated , but is stili engaca as a badli sepoy ? 
( 4 ) Whether Shri Jauhay was appointed as a full 

time sepoy at Uruli Kuchan branch from 27-6 - 1988 ? 
( 5 ) Whethit this niction of th: - 07 .2008cincnt of Bank of 

India in relation to its Uruli Kanchan branch in 
not giving the regular posting and terminating tho 
sorviccs of Shri T . B . Jardhav , 1 casal workman 

w .o . f. 27 -6 - 1988 is justifter ? 
( o ) [fn oot , so 19 ! rief the winn is cnsitied ? 

(7) What Award ? 
8 My findings on the said Issues are : 

( 1 ) Has locus standi. 
( 2 ) Indus:rial dispute existed , 
( 3 ) Yes. 
( 4 ) . No, 
( 5 ) As per Award below . 
(6 ) Nil. 
( 7 ) As rei milli hoiuw , 


Acwording to the workman Suri Jidhuv, who was bien voi 
ing is a Badii sepoy at the Unuli hanchan branch June 
1988 he should have beco absorbed as a permanent sepoy 
on the transicr of Shri Waghmoule to some other branch . It 
is seen from the documents un recurd that steps were taken 
Vi tie bunk management regarding the absorption of the 
Worknian Shri Jauhav Hg a full tine sepoy , but uctually nu 
written order was issued by the bank management 10 that 
Horkman in writing , and the said decision was decon , cred, 
as a uniformity was to be brought in Pune rogion regarding 
the absorption of Badii ecpoys and part time ship is the 
postoi u full time shipoi. According to tbe bank niupage. 
ment , a part time sopoy would be absorbed in the post of 
& full time shipoi and that the badli sepoy must be absorbu 

ibc post of a part time sepoy to bring the uniformity OL 
Dractice in the Pune Region , and as such the bugil sepoy 
Shri Juuhay was not abyorbed as a full time scpoy w . c .f. 
28 - 0 - 1988 , and that some other part time sepoy viz . Shri 
Gclot was absodbed as a full time sepcy in the post at Uruli 
hanchan branch . I find that the said action of the bank 
management was quite just and propor, ibat the bank manage 
ment has not committed any untuir ( abour practice , and 
has not committed any breach of the provisions contained 
under Section 9 - A of the Industrial Disputes Act. According 
to the union, the services of the said workman Slui Jadhav 
Were terminaled w .o .f. 22-6 - 1988. However , I find that his 
Services were not in fact tedminated , but that he was not 
Lbsorbed as a full time sepoy on that day, but that he was 
being continued engageut as a badli sepoy . 


REASONS 


7 . Threc witnesscs were examined on behalf of the union , 
while two witnesses were exanize et on behalf of the bank 
management. Shri Subhash Jain lilcd his affidavit ( Ex. W : 20 ), 
the workman Shri T . B Jadhav filed his affidavit (Ex . W / 18 ), 
and the General Secrotary of the said union in question 
Shri A . R . Phoujdar filed his afhdavit ( E .x , W /22 ) in support 
of the case of the union , and all these three witnesses were 
cross -examined on behalf of the bank management. Shri A , S . 
Porkar, the Deputy Chief Officer of the bank filed his atidavit 
( Ex. M / 244 ), and Shri D . B . Chauvan , the Manager of the 
Uruli Kanchon branch filed his allidavit ( Ex, M / 21 ) in support 
of thọ case of the bank management, and these two witnesses 
were crngs - examined on belialf of the union 


10 . The documentary evidence on record is thus : 


8. ISSUES NOS. 1 & 2 : 


Ex, M - 7 is an extract of the first Bipartite Settlement 

dated 19 - 10 - 1966 . As per Clause 20 .6 of the settle 
ment, " subject to the bank s decruitinent rules, is 
any, part time employee will be given preference 
for filling of full time vacancies, other things being 
equal" . Therefore, as the workman Shri Jidrav was 
then working only as a budli sepay, and us some 
other workinan , viz . Shri Gelot was then working 
as a part time bipoi, the preference was given to 
Shri Gelot for being absorbed as i f rill time sopoy , 
und hence the bagli scpoy Sliri Jaday could not be 
absorbed directly 

full time sepoy , w . e . f. 
27 - 6 - 1988 . This action was taken by the bank 
management as per the provisions of raia 29 ,6 
of the Fidst Bipartite Settlement of 1966 . 


According to the bank management, the Bank of India 
Workers Organization i.e . the union in question has no 
focus standi to cspouse the cause for and on behalf of tho 
workman Shdi Jadhav , and that no injustrial dispute as con 
templated under Section 2k of the Industrial Dispute Act 
exists between the bank inanagemont and the work man . 
However, I find that both these contentions of the bank 
managemcnt cannot be upheld in facts and in law . Admit 
tedly the Bank of India Workers Organisation is a 
linicn iegistered under the Trade Unions Act. It is true 
that this union is a minority union , while the majority 
union is a different cnc , As per Section 2 -k of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, " an industrial dispute is the dispute anu 
diflerence between thai enſloyers and the workmken engaged 
regarding the cnployment or non cnuloyment or the terms of 
employment or of the conditions of labour of any person ." 
Thereforç , it does not inoun that ille ispuic shoull necessarily 
te between the employer and the members of the majority 
union of the workmen . I find that in case the dispute is 
by a substantial number of workinen of the union , then it 
will amount to ar Industrial Disputs . The workman stated 
in his affidavit that he had out. inrired his union in question 
to espouse the coure in question . The General Secretary 
of that lininn Shri Phovidar staten in his affidavit that he 
has been duly cuthorised by that .union to espouse the indust 
riol disputa in question : Ex, W / 13 is a copy of the letter 
sont by the workman Shri Jadhav to the Assistant Labour 


11. It is true that the sters were firstly taken by the book 
management to consider the posting of the workman Shri 
Sevhay , the badli sepov, by the full time sepoy , but that no 
order in writing was coinmunicated to him in the bank 
manurement. The documents showing that the bank hud 
thought and had decided to ab oriit s the workman Sliri Jadhav 
as a full time sepoy arc thus : 
Ex, 9 is a coat of the Ictter to the manager of the 

Uruli Kanchan branch to Shii D . 4 . Kanchan , that 
his name was meatione. I by the Viorkman in his 
application form and that as such Shri Kanchan 
hould send his rerort Termirding the concluctanti 
character etc . of the orkman to the hand . A 
similar letter was ren Vr the honk to the other 
referee Shri Bhansali (FY W / 10 ) . The bank manager 
1 his letter dated 20 6 - 1988 asked thic Medical 
Omcer Shri Padwuł to medically ( tamine the work 
man and to send his report in that respect, (Ex . 
W / 11) . Ex. W / 12 is a reply by the bank dated 
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12 - 7 - 1988 10 thu Issistunt Labour Comisioner , 

cases , even if the order of confirmation is not com 
Pline. This reply stated that the guidelines for 

101unicated , it it has been acted upon in such a manner 
tuling up of the vacancies on the sub -ordinate stafi 

continuously that a reasvable ference could be 
Tere thus : 

drawn that thic authority did not utend in reconsi 

Jer its decision or to change its mind , the presuinp 
Sutject to prevailing practice in the region , vacancies 

liun then wil lie thal the order wis mecided to be 
aie tu nlled in by absorbing existing part time 

implemented. Where the order of countisuitslun was 
employees in the said vacancies, ind the part une 

admittedly not communicated the enployce and even 
vacancies are to bo filio in by absorbing badlı 

beſoro the oilcc could process it , in view of a report 
sepoy from the above punnel" , According 10 

from the supervisors of the employco . tie period of 
llie uns, the practice prevalenl di Uruii kunchali 

probation was extended , the incre fact oi somo 
bauch was to absorb a badlı şepoy directly as il 

bungling by the accounts departuicni by making 
full timų sepoy, However , according to the bank 

contributions to the provident fund cont culipse 
Therefore , the workman in questiuni , oven though 

the specific oided of extension of probation which 
ches , and in the l une region was to absorb a pail 

clearly denoted that he was never treated as a con 
time scpoy as a full tune sopoy, and to absoro 

firmed onployee " . 
a badli sepoy in the post of a part time sepoy. 
The . erorc tire workman in question , eventborgh 
Intly rocided to be posted, could not be absurhed 1hciclone , I find thut the band s action in not abgo :bing 
adecily as a full time sepoy . The bank manage the faulli scpoy Shu Jadhav 13 lull timo sepoy was not in 
11ent had produced the copies of different letter s 

julst, improper, or illcgal, 
at Ex . 24 - A addressed to the part time cmployee : 
Shar P . D . Shinde and 4 cthers in 1988 all 198 
slat ng that. Those Tart time improvees were 

12 . dccording to thv union , the services of the said work 
Vereuiter posted a full time can playeey in ihe man Sun Jadhav were terminated by the link manyencut 
different branches of the bank . theneiore , th15 W . e .t . 27 -6 - 1938 . However , according to the bank 2012ye 
clearly shows that as per the practice followed ment, the said workman was not absorbed ay ile iull tinic 

in the Pune region , firstly the part time scpays seper on 27 - 6 - 1988 but that his services were not iconrinatod 
arc observed as Tull time shipois, and thereafter Ilom on that day but tbat lie was continued in services as a 

the badli sepuys are absorbed as part timo em badlı sepuy. 1215 contention of the buuk management is 
ployecs. 

Supported by the documentary evidence on record which 

shows that the said workmun was continued in sciviver even 
Ex, 24 - C is il copy of the letter by the part time supoy , 

after 27 - 6 - 1988 as H badli sepoy . Hr. 28 - A are the extracts 
Sluri Celut data 28 -6 - 1988 addiereed to the Manager of the 

from the account book of the bank from 30 -7 - 1988 to 
Nhavre Branch of the bank , stating that h¢ is prepared to 

10 - 11 - 1991 showing that amounts were paid 10 Shri Jadhav 
work as a full time shpoy at the Uruli Kanchan branch . 

1. 4 . hc workman in question from timc la line and from 
This letter of willingness of 1l1e part time sepoy Shri Gelot 

month to mooth . This clourly shown that the services of 
was forwarded by the Nhavre branch Manager to the Regional 

the said workman were not terininated from 27-6 - 148S as 
Manager, Pune, hy his letter dattu 29 - 0 - 1988 ( Ex . 24 - B ) . 

ulicred by the union , but that he was continucil in Srvices 
Therefore , ws Shri Celot was a part time sepoy, he was posted 

on need bayin from time to tinc. LY. 28 - 3 is an extract 
as a full time sepoy at Urui Kunchan branch in preference to 

of the account of the workman Siri Jadhay of the period 
the workma Shri Jadhav, who was then working only as 

of 1. 7 - 1988 to 30 - 11 - 1990 showing that contain amounts 
a Badii epoy, and this was quitc as per the practice in thic 

were credited to his account per month iron time to timo 
Pune region , and as per the provisions of the Bipiltitc Settle 

by the bank . This shows that the saill workinan was conli 
ment of 1966 . 

nued in the servicce of the banh , in that his services were 

not terminated from 27 -6 -1988 418 alleged by the union . 
Ex. W - 27 is a copy of the letter dated 14 -6 - 1988 by the 

lucording to the union , the 6 :117k management Brixe vot com 
Regional Manager, Pune, to the Manager of tho Uruli Kan 

plied with the provisions or Section 25 -IV of the Incilstrial 
chan , Branch stating that it was decided to absorb the badli 

Disputes Act. However , as acted above , the said workman 

will never retrenched from the services of thic Wank , and 
shpoi Shi Jadhav i. e . the workman in question in the pust 

as such , there was no question of compi; ing with the provir 
of a full time sepoy, and the Branch Manager of the Uruli 

views of Section 25 - N . 
hinchan bratch was ashel to send the necessary papers, ic. 

Further , accordir to the union , the 
the confidenual report, the medical report etc . of that work 

hak management committed a breach of the provisions 
man to the Regional Office . Accordingly the Manager of the 

contained in Section 9 - 1 of the Industr al Dispute Act, 215 
L uli hanchan brunch forwarded the Medical Certificate 

there was a chuige in the service conditions of the gait 
Mout the Confidential Report etc . of the said workman to the 

workman , and 110 notice in that respect was given to him 

fure the charge wils made. However , as per section 9 - 1 
Regional Mouger , Pune, hy his letter dated 23- 47 . 1988 ( EX . 
2 ) . Therefore , according to the union , the bank manage 

121 ) of the Industrial Dispules Act, " Where 1113 Cringe is 

D ected in pursuance of any settlement or Award, no notico 
dient hill cxvidtu to alyodh the workman Shri Jadhay , bali 

is : cce- ury . In the present chic the part ne shiroi Shri 
" A"; cy, as a full time sepoy at the Uruli Kanchan Branch . 

Celot H2S absorbel 1 1 full time Sepoy in pieference to 
( ven in no further written order was passed and communi 

the bacili serov Shri Jadhav , the work 07 : 11 
rated by the bank managemet to the workman Shri Jarthuv 

10 questico , 
that he was absorbed us i full time sepoy. Therefore , 10 

und this was as per the provisions of para 20 . 6 of the Bipartile 
right existed in him to get the claim in the post of perma 

Settlement of 1966 suid as such in notice under Section 9 - A 

of the industrial Disputes net was n064aly in the present 
rent scroy, As noted above , as per patil 20 .6 of the first 
Ripartite Settlement of 1966 , the part time employee will be 

Caye . I further find that the hank lidl nos cunnit 111y unfair 
tiven preference for filling up the post of the full time 

Iaboin practice . 15 ailege .1 by the union , No urcqual or 
employes, other things to be equi:11. Therefore , the bank 

oihuin il pication , 

injust treatment 179 Uitzn to the 
n agement reviewed its earlier decision , and to bring the 

and no partiality has given to some other wortiman or the 

other 1910n . Triciclore, for the resu n : 10 11 : 10h above , 
wnlor: ty in all branches in the Pune Rozion , alsorbcıl 

Issues Nos. 3 . 4 . and 5 are found accordingly . In the l cult, 
the part time hepoy Shri Gelot in the post of a full timo 
repoy ill ruli Kaichan in preference to the workman who 

the following Allard is passed. 
429 then working as a badli sepoy. In this connection, niv 
tontiring will drawn on hehalf of the bank management 10 
the case hqtween India Institute of Technology. New Delhi 

AWARD 
1 . 4. Jawab : 1 Lal Mamtani of the Delhi High Court of Sep 
lember 1983 wherein it was held thus : 

The bank management has not termin : ted the scivices of 

the worktun Shri Jadhav on or w .c . f. 27 - 6 - 1938 . The action 
" An Administrative oitler, like an order of confirmation of thic hanh manageinent in not absorbins 1320 ailWilman , 

of 4 prohiioner made on the file can ho rescinder i budli repoy 21 a full time chipoi on 27-11. 1938 is not unjust, 
at my time so long as the order has lot been coin 

indirer , or illegal. TI partics (o bear their own sty of 
dicated to the conlovee C0 / 1td . If 110 

this Reference . 
autority has not communicated the decision , it is 
not bounk hy it, nor can the employer concerned 
take any advaptage of it . However, in exceptional 

P . D . APSHANKAR , Presiding Omcy 
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Tf facti, 5 AM , 1993 


: 


# T . # T ; 663 - - 19tfitu faata afufruf , 19 -47 
( 1947 4T 14 ) BT arzI 17 % HTTT Tra ĐT 
देना बैंक के प्रबन्धतंत्र के संबद्ध नियोजकों और उनके कर्म 
कारों के बीच अनुबंध में निर्दिष्ट औद्योगिक विवाद में 
केन्द्रीय सरकार औद्योगिक अधिकरण नं . 2 मुम्बई के पंचपट 
it fr at 

IT TT TT 411 4 - 3- 1993 
को प्राप्त हुआ था । 
[FGT07 12012 / 319 / 92 91 91 (at - 2 ) ] 

वी . के . वेणुगोपालन , डेस्क अधिकारी 


Wo, thereforo, request you to please close the caso # 9 

we aro not interested to contest the same as Shri 
Shingate has got tho job in Dena Bank , on 1 / 3 Scale 
wages as & Part Time Cleaner at Loha Branclı on 
probation for six months. We state that we would 

not raiso any dispute for the same in future," 
3. Therefore , as the said workman got the appointment in 
the said bank, and ay the union is not interested in contesting 
the claim any further , the present reference stantls disposed 
of. 

P. D . APSHANKAR , Presiding Oſticer 

77f forest 5 41 , 1993 
41. T . 664 - 310ft fram fufry 
1947 ( 1947 AT 14 ) * art. 17 # quay , 
केन्द्रीय सरकार बैंक आफ इंडिया के प्रबन्धतंत्र के संबद्ध 
नियोजकों और उनके कर्मकारों के बीच अनबंध में निर्दिष्ट 

औद्योगिक विवाद में केन्द्रीय सरकार औद्योगिक प्रधिकरण , नं . 
2 मुम्बई के पंचपद को प्रकाशित करती है जो केन्द्रीय 
# T417 # 4 - 3- 1993 oft grat ATT 

(FETT 97- 12012/ 276 /88 37 - 2 ( ) ] 

वी . के . वेणुगोपालन , डेस्क अधिकारी 


Now Delhi, tho5th March , 1993 


S . O . 663. — In pursuance of Section 17 of the Industrial 
Dispuies Act, 1947 ( 14 of 1947), the Central Governmert 
hereby publishes the award of the Central Government 
Industrial Tribunal, No. 2 , Bombay as shown in the Annexure 
in the industrial dispute between the employers in relation 
10 the management of Dena Bank and their workmen , wlicli 
wag received by the Central Government on 4 - 3 - 1993 , 

No. L - 12012 / 319 / 92- IR ( B - 11) ] 
V . K . VENUGOPALAN , Desk Officer 


ANNEXURE 
BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 

TRIBUNAL NO . 2 , BOMBAY 


TRESENT : 
Shri P . D . pshankar, Presiding Officor. 

Reference No. CGIT -2 / 1 of 1993 
PARTIES : 
Employers in relation to the management of Dena Bank 

AND 

Thelr Workmen 
APPEARANCES : 

For tho Management- No appearance . 

For the Workrnan - Shri A , M . Lotlikar, Representative. 
INDUSTRY : Banking 

STATE : Maharaslıtra 
Bombay , the 23rd February , 1993 


New Delhi, the 5th March , 1993 
S . O . 664, — In pursuance of Section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 ( 14 of 1947 -, the Central Governmunt 
hereby publishes the award of the Central Government 
Industrial Tribunal, No. 2 , Bombay as shown in the Annexure 
in the industrial disputo between the employers in relation 
to the management of Bank of India and thcir workmen , 
which was received by the Central Government on 4 - 3 . 1993. 

(No. L - 12012 / 276 / 88 -DII (A ) ) 
V . K . VENUGOPALAN , Degk Officer 

ANNEXURE 
BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 

TRIBUNAL NO . 2 BOMBAY 
PRESENT : 
Shri P . D) . Apshankar, Presiding Officer. 

Reference No . CGIT-2 /46 of 1988 
PARTIES : 
Employers in relation to the management of Bank of 
India 

AND 

Their workmen . 
APPEARANCES : 

For the management - Shri R . B . Pitale , repre:rntative . 

For the workman - Shri A . R . Phoujdar, representative . 
INDUSTRY : Banking 

STATE : Maharashtra 
Bombay , the 24th February, 1993 

AWARD 


AWARD 


The Central Governinent by their Order No . L - 12012 / 319 / 
92.-JP . ( B - II ) dated 11 - 1 - 1993 huv : rcferred the following 
industrial dispute to this Tribunal for adjudication under 
Section 10 ( 1 ) ( d ) of the Industrial Disputes Act . 


" Whether the action of the monagenient of Dena Bank 

in relation to its Punc Division in tcrminating the 
Services of Shri A . G . Shingalc . badli sepoy, is justi 
Liect ? If not, what is the relief to which tho work 
man is entitled ?! 


2 . The notice of the present deference was issued to both 
the parties . Thereafter while the refere nce was at the stage 
of filing the Statement of claim by the union challenging 
the said action of the hank management , the Joint Secretary 
of the Dena Bank Siaff Union . Punc, filed an application dared 
16 - 2 . 1993 ( [ v . ? ) stating thus : 


" WH state that the management of Dena Bank Regional 

Office , Pune has given innoiniment to Shri Ashok G . 
Shingaten 1 / 3 Emain wages as a Part Timo Cleaner 
and roste hiry at 1413 Bank , Loha Branch . Dist . 
Nonitat vide this memorantun No . RECTT /RO / 
PER / 5411 / 93 dated ? ? - 1 - 1997, Shri Shingate has 
accertat the offer man jo bim . He is Joining at 
Loha Branch immediately , 


The Central Government by their Order No . L - 12012 / 276 / 
88 -DII ( A ) dated 11- 11- 1988 have referred the following 
industrial dispute to this Tribunal for adjudication under 
Section 10 ( 1) (d ) of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947, 
" Whether the action of the management of Bank of 

- India in transferring Shri S . C . Marathe from Zonal 
Offlce , Pune , to Pimpri Branch , is justified when ho 
was not the senior most employee eligible for 
trapofer in accordance with Bank s circular dated 
12- 3 - 1982 ? If not, to what relief is the workman 
ontitled 7 " 


NI 


(MTT II - 3 ( ii ) ] ITT # 114421 : # 18 27, 199314 , 1915 
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2 . The case of the said workman Shri S . C . Maratho as 

New Delhi, the 5th March , 1993 
disclosed from the Statement of claim (Ex . 2 ) Riod on his 

S . O . 665. In pursuince of Section 17 of the Industrial 
behulf by the Joint Secretary of the Bank of India Workers 

Dispuca Adi. 1917 ( 1.1 of 19 .17 ), the Central Government 
Organisation , in short is thus ; 

hechi riblicy the award cf the Central Government 
The Bank of India has issued a circular dated 12 - 3 - 1982 

modustuhl Tribunal, No. 2 , Bombay as shown in tho Angoxor 
laying down the guidelines regarding the transfer in the vid .n -t1ial dispute between the employors in relation 
of the clerical staff from one branch to another. As tur Hive management of Bank of India and their workmon , 
per the 5th Schedule of the Industrial Disputes Act, wind 73. ieceived by the Contral Government on 4 - 3 - 1993 . 
to transfer a workman mala fido from one place lo 
another under the guise of following management 

[No . L - 12012/ 192 / 89 -D . DI (A ) 1 
policy amounts to an unfair labour practice . Shri 

V . K . VENUGOPALAN , Desk Officer 
S . C . Marathe, though not appointed as a Telephone 
Operator , was asked to perform a duty of a tele 

INNE YURE 
phone operator frequently . Shri Marathe co 
operated with th : bank . However the bank manage PNSORE TINE CINTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
ment started pressurising him to work as a full tinic 

TRIBUNAL. NO . 2 BOMBAY 
permanent telephone operator. When he refused to 

PRESENT : 
oblige the management, he was threatened by the 
officers of the bank that he might be transferred to 

Shii P . D . Ap hank :11 , Presiding Officer . 
some other branch if he did not work as per their 

Referenco Yu , CGIT -2 50 of 1989 
wishes. Thereafter on 4 - 9 - 1987 he was transferred 
from the Zonal Office Puna to Pimpri branch . At PORTILS : 
that time he was not the senior most employeo for 

Employers in relation to the management of Bank of 
being liansferred from the Zonal Oflice to the other 

India 
branch . As per the guide lines of the said circular , 
the transfers should be effected on the basis of 

AND 
first come first go at each branch of office . The 
linion , therefore . lastly piayed that this Tribunal 

Their workmen . 
Shou .d hold the action of the bank management in 

APPEARANCES : 
Transierring Shri S . C . Maruthe from Zonal Offico 
Punto Pimpi Branch ag unjust, improper and 

For the Management- Shri R B . Pitale , representative . 
illepal, and should direct the bank management to 

For the Worl.mun - - Shri A . R . Phoujdar, representative . 
Tetransfer him to the Zonal Omce Puna , 

INDUSTRY : Banling 

STATE ; Maharashtra 
3 The bark qanagement by their Written Statement (Ey. 
,31 conccd and opposed the said claim of the union . 

Bonibar . the 22nd February , 1993 

AWARD 
4 . The necessary issulcs were framed on the basis of the 
rletings of the partica , 

The Central Government by their Older No. L - 12012 / 192 ; 

89 -DU ( A ) datu 29 -11- 1989 Hve leterred the following 
5 The eaſier while the reference was at the stage of the 
cvilence, the Joint Secretary of the said union filed an 

indlustrial dispute to this Tribunal for adjudication under 

Section 10 ( 1 ) ( L ) of the Industrial Disputes Act, 
application (Ex. 5 ) stating that : 

" Whether the action of the management of Balok of 
" As per the discussions with Bank, Bank has agreed 

India in not investigating the complaint of Shri S , C . 
1. nsfer Shri S . C . Marathe to our Ferguson 

Marathe for wrongful exaction of telephone Operator s 
Rond Branch of our Bank in Pune . 

work from him in terms of Clause 517 of Shastri 
In the light of transfer of Shri Marathe to Fergusson 

Awaid notified on 26 - 3 - 1953 , is justifiol 2 If not, 
Road Branch , Pune , Orgaigsation thinks it fit not 

to what relief is the worknion cntiled ?" 
10 1 :08 the inlustrjat dispute under refcr. nce . 

2 The case of the said workman Shri S .C . Marathe 

in short , is thus ; 
Organisation prays Hön ble Tribunal to treat the indust 
11821 ispi lo as sastled and also request your Honou * 

He was force to work as a Telephone Operator, and he 
to liss the Orier accordingly . " 

was asked to perform that duty frcquently . He was 

threatened by the Deputy Zonal Manager that in 
6 . The said workinkan stated before the Tribunal that he had 

case he would not work is a telephone operator, 
1 .Inteu incru of the said letter . The runni sellative oi 

he would love transferred . He wns wtimately trans 
The iruri mum ..gon ent al .) stated that he had no oli ilon to 

ferred to Pimpri branch from the branch where 
dispose of the reference as per the request of the union . 

he was formerly working. This transfer was thọ 

clear case of victimisation . 
7 . Therefore as the industrial dispute in question is not 

The said workman by 

his letter dated 12- 1 - 1988 had demanded that his 
presented by workmkan and his linicu , the present ofe 

complaint in the matter he investigated , but it was not 
Tenis Joelens Sposed of . 

investigated into , Eveniliough the post of a Tele 
Thic " lities ro, buar thur own costs of this deference. 

phone Operator carries the necessary allowance, the 

suid workman was never issuell any ardor in writing 
P . D . APSHANKAR , Presiding Officer 

since 1983 to work as n telephone onoratrr. There 

fore his union Tastly prayed that the bank s 
of feeft , 5 ATH , 1993 

uction in the matter in not investigating the complaint 

of the will workman or the wrongful exaction of 
AT . A . 665 - - 37afita fit fufcun , 

Telephone Onerator s work from hiin be hell as 

unjust and illegal, nid that this Tribunal should direct 
1947 ( 1947 a 14 ) T OTT 17 TU # 

the buli mnogement to investigate inter the com 

plaint in question . 
केन्द्रीय सरकार बैंक आफ इंडिया के प्रबन्धतंत के मंबद्ध 

3 The bank management lay their Written Statement ( Ex. 
नियोजकों और उनके कर्मकारों के बीच अनबंध में निर्दिष्ट 
31 contestort the said chain of the union , and contendesi 
औद्योगिक विवाद में केन्द्रीय मरकार औद्योगिक प्रधिकरण 

th . it s action in the matter was just and proper , 

t. The necessary Issues were frumed on the hilsis of the 
नं . 2 मुम्बई के पंचपट को प्रकाशित करती है जो केन्द्रीय Floritings of both the parties. 
TEATT # 4 - 3 - 1993 91 919 ETTI 

S Tiereafter , while the Referc nce was at the stage oť 

the evidence , the Joint Secretary of the Workman s union 
[ ki ( - 12012 / 192 /89 - 07 - 2 (? ) ] Clet an application (Ex, 5 ) stating thus : 
बी . के . वेणुगोपालन , स्फ मधिकारी 

" Organisation wishes to subinit to Hon ble Tribunal that 

this Industrial Dispute No. 50 / 89 under reference 


1. 1 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : MARCH 27 , 1993 /CHAITRA 6 , 1915 


PART 11- SEC, 3 ( 1) 


is connccied with Industrial Dispute under rolürenco 

NO. 46188. 
U ... . 54 no le rectfully subinits ibat Ludustrial Dispute 
132.101 relutance No . 46 / 88 regarding trauster of 

Vi S . C . Maratlıc in setiled by murual discussion 

with bank . 
Crganization lins accepted ju the mutual discussion not 

to press the demands under rcfcience No. 50 / 89 , ir 
itie Imustrial Dispute under reference No. 66 / 88 

1 settled 
Unwization 1equest Hon ble Tribunal to treat the above 

Industrial Dispute under reference No . 50189 as 
selllod and also prays your honour 10 pass the neces 

sely nikler accordingly .” 
V Therefore , as the said union is not ricssing the demand 
in the present reference , this reference No . 50 / 89 stands 
dispuse ] of. 
The pories to hear their own costs of this reference . 

P . D . APSHANKAR , Presiding Officer 


" Whe :hcr the action of the management of Vijura Enak 

iri dismissing Late Shri M . Shivarant from the set 
vices of the Bank was justified ? If not, what relief 
the dependants of late Shri M . Shivaram arc on 
titled to ? Is Smt. Bhagya Laxmi, wife of late Sliri 
Shivaran entitled for appoininent on compus 
sionate grounds in the Bank ? If so , what reliei şhe 

is entitled tu ? 
2 . lo this csae the claimant is Smt. Bhagya Laxmi, wito 
of late M . Shivaram gouda (wsongly stated as M . Shivaram 
in the reference ) und Shivarainegouda was clerk in the 11 
party bank . In respect of the charge sheet dt, 12 - 12 - 87 aguinst 
Shivaramogouda, there was a D . E , against him . The findings 
of the enquiry officer that the charges against Shivaramagouda 
were proved were accepted by the disciplinary authority kind 
Liltiinately he was dismissed on 30 - 11-88. 
3. The charges against said Shivaramogouva were :- - 
(1) Thet Shivaramagouda floated a firm under the name 

and style M / s. Manjunatha Enterprises at Mysojo 
with his wife Bhagya Laxmi (claimant ) and his other 
close relatives as partners . The said irm was carry 
ing on business of distributing prizes such as T . V . 
sets , Luna etc ., by lucky dip . 
That said Shivaramegouda , by misusing his position 
as a clerk in the IT party bank induced several cons 

tituents of the bank to subscribe to the business 
joated by him and his relatives and colickicd huge 
amounts fron } them . Further, he chcalert sevatal 
constituents of the bank either by not returning 
the amounts collected from them or by not delivet 

ing any articles After collecting money from them . 
4 . As I have already stated there was a D . E . against Shlva 
Támcgouda and he was dismissed . 

5 . The dispute has been raised by the claimant Smt. 
Bhagya I axmi wife of Shivaramcgouda . In the claini petition 
the claimant has contended that the D . E . held against her 
husband is invalid . The order dismissing him from sorviço 
is illegal. The order of dismissal is disproportionate to the 
allegedi mis -conduct against late Shivaramegouda. It is prayed 
that the I pariy (wife ) should be appointed on compassionate 
grounds as a clerk , 


af farat 12 A , 1993 
FT . IT . 666 - - 13tfra faata ofafara , 1947 
( 1947 41 14) at 91T 17 9770 # worst 
सरकार विजया बैंक के प्रबन्धनत्र के संबद्ध नियोजकों और 


में केन्द्रीय सरकार औधीगिक अधिकरण बैंगलर के पंचपट को 

# TFUTET forat op 31 TIT TATT # 13 FF 1993 
को प्राप्त हुआ था । 
[ABTT 1 - 12012 / 83 / 92 96 97€ aſt-2 ] 

बी . के . वेणगोपालन , डेस्क अधिकारी 


New Delhi, the 12th March , 1993 


S . O . 666 . — In pursuance of Section 17 of the Industrial 
D . sputes Act, 1947 ( 14 of 1947 ), the Central Government 
hereby publishes the Award of the Centrul Government In 
dustrial Tribunal, Bangalore as shown in the Annexure in 
the industrial dispute between the employers in relation 10 
the management of Vijaya Bank and their workmen , which 
was received by the Central Government on 3 - 3 - 1993 . 

[No. L - 12012 /83/ 92 -IRB-II ] 
V K , VENUGOPALAN , Desk Oficer 


ANNEXURE 
PPFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUNAL- CUM - LABOUR - COURT, BANGALORE 

Daica tliis 22nd day of February , 1993 
PRESENT : 

Shri M . R . Vishwanathan , B .Sc ., B .L ., 
Piesicling Officer 

Central Ref. No. 47 / 92 
I party 

II party 
Sh . (Inte ) M . Shivaram The Asst, General Manage 
through Smt. Bhagya Laxmi, Vijaya Bank , H . O ., No. 14 , 
No. 65, Gayathri 

M .G . rond 
Extension , Channarayapatna , Bangalore - 560001, 


6 . in the counter statement it is contended that the D . E . 
held against Shivaramegouda -i valld and proper , The punish 
ment of dismissal is proportionate to the gravity of the 
mis-conduct. Shivaramegouda was dismissed w . e. f. 30 - 11- 88 . 
Appointment on compassionate grounds are made only when 
the emplovec dies while in service of the bank . In the Ins 
tant case Shivaramegouda died in the accident on 12 - 1 - 92 . 

7 . Evidence has not been recorded in case . The Learned 
coun : c for the party has filed the memo concedding that 
the DF. was fair and proper . He has filed another memo dt. 
17- 2 - 93 that the party does not challenge the perversity 
or otherwise of the findings of the report. 

8 . The Learned Advocate for the T party argued that the 
punishment 

on Shivarumegouda was dl propor 
tionate to 

gaitude of the misconduct. The order of 
dismissal o misconduct. The order of dismisal should 
be set astito 

9 . For the limited purpose of seeing whether the punist 
mert on Sbivaramegoud was adequate or not. I will look 
into the charge sheet. So fas as charge 1 is concerned it 
does not say who were the other close relativch of Shiva 
ramogonida who were partners of Ms. Manjunathi Enter 
prisca , So far as the II charge is concerned though it stated 
huge amounts were collected by Shivaramegouda it doch not 
mention event approximately the amount collccted by Shivul 
ramegovda . It does not mention tho names of the customers , 
except one Agarwal, from whom he collected amounts and 
cheated . 

10 . Even with regurd to the amount collected by Shiva 
ramegouda from Agarwal it was a meagte sum of Rs. 1800 /-, 
even if we believes the averment made in the counter state 
ment. It has been down by the Supreme Court in AIR 
1989 S . C . page1 c onter India Ltd . Lucknow V " . Labour 
Court. Lucknow ) that " though disciplinary enquiry iq found 


Vs. 


Flassan . 


AWARD 
In this reference made by the Hon ble Central Governinent 
by its crder No . L - 1 2012 / 93 / 92 - IR (BIT ) dt, 20 - 3 - 92 under 
Sec. 10 (2A ) ( 1) ( d ) of I. D . Act the point for adjudication og 
per schedule to reference is : 


[ II - 


3 (ii )] 
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के संबंब मिाजकी और उनके कर्मकारी के बीच अनुबंध 
में निर्दिष्ट औद्योगिक विवाद में श्रम न्यायालय कोझीकोड के 
पंचाट को प्रकाशित करती है जी केन्द्रीय सरकार को 
3 A7a , 1893 19 # ii 
( pitur - 2012 / 159 / 9 i žrte att ( - 3 ) ] 

के . वी . बी . उण्णी स्क अधिकारी 


to be fait and lawful and lis fiuditt were not vitiated in any 
panner , that by itself watild not be a gtouto fot non - inter 
ference of the order of terminarlopi of service ” . Tbé Suptettic 
Court has been pleased to lay down in this yutgörity that 
the erring workman should be giveti an opportunity to reform 
himself and prove to be loyal and disciplined employee . 

11. It it abundantly clear from the material on record 
that the Bank has not suiffcred in any way from the alleg 
ed misconduct of Shivaramegouda . 

12. For the aforesaid reasons I am of opiniod that the 
order of dismissal passed by the Il party , clismissing Shivara 
mcgouda is disproportionate to the nature of magnitude of 
the misconduct committee hy him , If back wages are denied 
that itsolf will be a punishment . 

13 . For the aforesaid reasons I set aside the order of dig 
missal of Shivaramegouda . If he were alive , he was entitled 
to be reinstated, 

14 . The claimant is $ mt. Bhagya Laxmi, wife of lato 
Shivaramegouda . She has prayed that she should be appoint 
od in the II party Bank on compassionato grounds. The 
Learned counsel for the I party has produced zerox copy of 
the circular of Il party as per the provisions of which ap 
pointments on compassionate grounds are made. The learned 
counsel for the TI party did not dispute that I party has 
got power as per circular to make appointment on compas . 
gjonate grounds. It is argued by the learnod couns: 1 for the 

| party that this Tribunal canpot give a finding that the I 
party is entitled for appointment on compassionate grounds 
and at best this Tribunal can only direct thc ſi party to 
consider the case of I party for appointment on compag 
sionate grounds. This argument cannot be accepted since the 
reference clearly directs this Tribunal to give a firding whe 
ther or not the I party wifo of late Shivaramegouda , is en 
titled for appointment on compassionate grounds in the 
Bank. 

15. It has been laid down by the Gujarath High Court in 
1990 ( 1 ) L .LJ. 132 Divya Ben D Oza v /s . Divisional Cont 
roller, State Road Transport Corporation , Ahmedabad ) that 
policy to give appointment on compassionate grounds should 
he liberally construed . In the authority of the Supreme Court 
(Scootcr India Ltd ., vs. Labour Court, Lucknow ) referred 
to above, it has been laid down by the Supreme Court that 
Labour Court can temper justice with morcy. 

16 . It is averred in the counter statement that Shivarame 
gouda died as a result of the accident, subsequent to dis 
missal and so I party is not entitled to appointment. This 
argument doos not hold water . Once the order of dismissal 
is set aside the roinstatement ordered with continuity of ser 
vice , the employee must be deemed to be in service on the 
date of dismissal. 

17 . It is not disputed that the I party Smt. Bhagva Laxmi, 
wife of the deceased workman , has completed B . A ., degree 
course . It is stated in the claim petition that she has no 
means of maintenance and she has to give education to her 
two children and she is in extreme difficultios . Bearing this 
Aspect in mind, I pass the following order ; 

ORDER 
It is declared that the action of the management of II party 
in dismissing M . Shivaramegouda from service was not jus 
tifled . The I party Bhagya Laxmi is entitled for appointment 
on compassionate grounds in the bank , No backawges . Award 
passed accepting the reference as stated heroin . Submit to 
Government, 

(Dictated to Stenographer, typed by him , corrected , signed 
by me on this 22nd day of February 1993) . 

M . B . VISHWANATH Presiding Officer 


New Delhi, the 4th March , 1993 
S. O . 667,-- In pursuance of Section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947 ) , the Central Government 
horoby publishes the Award of the Labour Court, Kozhikode 
as shown in the Annexure , in the industrial dispute between 
the employers in relation to the management of South Mala 
bar Grumin Bank and their workmen , which was received by 
the Central Government on the 3rd March , 1993 , 

[L -12012 / 159 / 91- IR (B . III ) || 
K , V . B . UNNY , Desk Officer 

ANNEXURE 
İN THE LABOUR COURT, KOZHIKODĖ, KERALA 

STATE 
Dated this the 17th day of February , 1993 
PRESENT : 
Shri K . G . Gopalakrishnun , B .A .,B .L ., Presiding Officer, 

I.D . (C ) No. 3791 

BETWEEN 
Tho Chairman , 
M /s. South Malabar Gramin Bank , 
H . O . Malappuram , 
Kerala State -676505 . 

. . . Management. 

AND 
The General Secretary , 
South Malabar Gramin Bank 
Employcos Union , 
Post Box No. 16 , 
Up Hill , Malappuram -676505. 

. . . Union . 
REPRESENTATIONS : 
Sri K . V . Sachidanandan , Adcoate, Calicut - For Manago 

mont. 
Sri M . Asokan , Advocate, Calicut - For Union . 

AWARD 
By the Order No , L - 12912 / 159 /91- IR . B . III tho dispute 
between the aforesaid parties in connection with the justi 
fiability of the imposition of a punishment of recovery of 
50 per cent of the loss of gold ornaments from the salary 
of a junior clerk by name Sri P . Krishnan was referred to 
this court for adjudication by the Central Government under 
Section 10 of the Industrial Disputes Act. 

2 . After the receipt of the reference order in this court , 
pursuant to the notice issuod from this court both the manage 
meat and the union entered appearance and filed claim state 
ments setting forth their stand in the dispute, The brief 
avernments in the statement filed by the union are as 
follows : - The worker P , Krishnan joined the service of the 
management bank as a Junior Clerk and he was working as 
such in its Chakkittupara Branch , Whilo so in August 1987 ho 
was put in charge of the Security locker in the bank along with 
the Manager and ho was ontrusted with tho socond koy of the 
locker. While so on 31st August, 1987, 41. 800 grams of gold 
pledged by one K . Raghayan , on 21st January , 1987 was 
found missing from tho locker . Though a police complaint 
was preferred by the management the missing articles cannot 
be traced out. But however just to fix tho liability on some 
body the worker was proceeded against by the management 
by issuing him a memo of charges stating that as he was in 
charge of the second key of the locker at the time of the 
detection of the theft he is accountable for tho loss . Though 
the worker has given a prompt reply pleading innocence and 
that he cannot be held liable , the management was not satis 
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fictd with that explanation and accordingly a domestic enquiry 
was conducted by the management in this mattor. This en 
quiry was in fact conducted violating all norms of natural 
justice as the worker way not given proper opportunity to de 
fend himself in that enquiry . Later the Enquiry Officer gave a 

4 . urt to the management holding the worker accountable for 
the loss and basing on that finding 50 per cent of the value 
of the said missing article was ordered to be recovered from 
ilie salary of the worker as punishment. This action of the 
management is illegal and unjust as there is absolutely no 
evidence to say that the gold was actually lost during the 
period when the worker way in charge of the second key . 
Ivíoreover the finding of the Enquiry Officer is absolutely per 
verse as it is not at all based on any evidence . Hence the 
action of the management directing the worker to pay 50 
per cent of thọ value of the gold is unsustainable, An award 
may therefore be passed setting aside this action of thc man 
agement. 

3 . The brief averments in the statement fied by the man 
agement are as follows : - It is true that the worker 
P . Krishnan who is employed as a worker in the manage 
ment bank was directed to pay 50 per cent of the value of 
gold which was found missing from the locker on 31st 
August, 1987, This order is passed as at the time of the 
detection of the theft he was in charge of the second key 
of the locker , the Manager being in charge of the first key. 
Thug as the seront key holdor it is the responsibility of the 
worker to kecp all the securities in the security locker in 
safe custody. In this connection it is pertinent to mention 
that for this duty he is paid extra allowance . Thus as the 
worker was in charge of the second kcy of the locker at the 
time of the detection of the theft he is accountable to the 
hank for the loss sustained to the bank . But however only 50 
per cent of its valko was ordered to be recovered from him 
and the balance 50 per cent was recovered from the Manager 
who is in charge of the first key . That apart the Manager 
was also given another punishment of cutting of increme nt . 
Although the fact that the worker was in charge of the second 
Ley at the time of the detection of the theft is admitted by 
the woiker still the management did not proceed against him 
straight away and he was asked to pay 50 per cent of its 
value only after conducting a domestic enquiry in which lie . 
was found guilty . The allegation that this enquiry was con 
ducted violating all norms of natural justice is absolutely 
falso . In fact the worker was given all opportunity to state 
his case and defend himself in that enquiry . Hence an award 
may be passei ratifying this action of the management. 

4 . On these pleadings the following points are formulated 
for decision : 
( 1) Whether the domestic enquiry conducted by the 

management is valid and legal ? 
( 2 ) Whethed the finding of the Enquiry Officer holding 

the worker accountable for the loss along with the 

Manager is sustainable ? 
( 3 ) What is the proper punishment if any to be awarded 

to the worker 


8 . Any way on fact there is absolutely no dispute be 
the parties. It is the admitled fact that 41. 800 grams of 
pledged by ono K . Raghavan on 21st January , 1987 
which was kept in the security locker was found missing 
31st August, 1987 when a physical verification of securi 
was done on 31st August, 1987. It is also the admitted ca . 
that from 17th August, 1987 to 7th September, 1987 the 
worker was the custodiun of the second key of the locker 
and the first key was with the Manager . It is also thoad 
mitted case that this locker can be opened by putting both the 
heys simultuneously and hence if either of the key is missing 
it cannot be opened . Now the stand of the management is 
that as the worker is admittedly the custodian of the second 
key at the time of the detection of the theft he is account 
able for the loss. But the grievance of the worker is that 
he cannot be lield liable since it is not the date of detection 
of the theft that is material but the date of actual theft. 
According to union as it was pledged on 21st January , 1987 
and in as much as it was found missing only on 31st August, 
1987 the theft can be any day in between 21st January , 1987 
und 31st August , 1987 and hence the worker who was put 
in charge of the second key only on 17th August, 1987 can 
not be held liable on the ground that at the time of the 
detection of the theft he was in charge of the second kcy 
since theft can be prior to 17th August, 1987 as well. This 
is exactly his stand before the Enquiry Officer also but the 
Enquiry Officer after evaluating the evidence produced before 
him by the management over-ruled this objection and found 
him accountable for the loss. Now let me see how far this 
finding is correct. 

9 . Any way I do not have to cvalualo the evidence in 
detail, sincc as stated earlier on facts there is absolutely no 
dispute between the parties. Or in other words as observed 
earlier the controversy is only when the date of actual theft 
iy not known whether the person who was in charge at the 
time of the detection of the theft can be proceeded against. 
Though the stand of the union that the worker cannot be 
held accou ntable unless and until it is proved that the theft 
actually occurred when he was in charge of the second key 
carries little bit of weight, it cannot be accepted sincc ad 
mittculy the worker was in charge of the second key from 
17th August, 1987 to 7th Septeinhed , 1987 . This is ſucher clear 
from Ext, M2 Key Register. Concededly this theft was de 
tected on 31st August, 1987 i.c . at a time when the worker 
was in charge of the sccond key . If really the theft is prior 
to 17th August, 1987 though detected only on 31st August, 
1987 as now allegedly by the union , the worker would have 
detected this on 17th August, 1987 itself when he was put 
in charge of the soconu key since as per rules he has to physi 
cally verify cach and every articles kept in the security locker 
hefore taking charge of the second key . Whether he has 
actually verified before taking charge of the second hcy is al 
different matter. If he has taken charge of the second kcy 
without actually verifying the lockor he has done it at his 
risk . Any way from this , one thing is obvious that the thieft 
was detected at a time when the worker was in charge of 
the second key namely after 17th August, 1987. If really it 
was prior to 17th August, 1987 the worker would have detect 
ed it when he was put in charge of the second key on 17th 
August, 1987. Thus I find clinching evidence to conclude 
that 41. 800 grams of gold was stolen from the locker at a 
time when the worker was in charge of the second key . Ac 
cordingly I confirm the finding of the Enquiry Officer hold 
ing him accountable for the loss. 

10 . Point No. 3. - Then comes the question of punishment. 
Strictly speaking it is not a punishment because the man 
agement has not taken any punitive action against the worker 
and all that the management has done is that the worker was 
asked to pay 50 rer ce nt of the gold thụ , lost in monthly 
instalments from his salary . Thus the management was very 
lenient to him although as the person in charge of the 
second key of the locker he is personally accountable for the 
loss along with the Manager . So much so this action of the 
management tlocs not call for any interfedence . 

11 . In the result an award is passed fully ratifying the 
action of the management. 

12 . This award will come into force 30 days after its publi 
cation in the official gazette , 

Dictated to the Confidential Assistant, transcribed by him , 
Tevised. corrected and passed by me on the 17th day of 
February , 1993 . 

K , G , GOPALAKRISHNAN , Presiding Officer 


(4 ) Result ? 


5 . The evidence consists of the oral testimony of MW1 
and the documents marked as Exts. M1 and M2. 


6 . Point No. 1 , — This point with regard to the validity of 
domestic enquiry was decided by me as a preliminary point 
by order dated 8th July , 1992 holding that the domestic 
cnquiry is valid and legal. 


7 . Point No. 2 , - As stated earlier the charge against the 
worker is that when the worker was in charge of the second 
key of the security locker , 41.800 grams of gold pledged by 
one K . Raghava n and which was kept in this locker was found 
missing on 11st August , 1987 . According to the management 
there are 2 keys for this locker one with the Manager and 
another with the worker and as it can be opened only with 
these 2 keyg, both the Manager and the worker are account 
able for the loss sustained to the bank cn this count and ac 
cordingly 50 per cent of the value of the lost gold was order 
ed to be paid by the worker and the other 50 per cent was 
ordered to be paid by the Manager . Now it is this action of 
the management asking the worker to pay 50 per cent of its 
Falue that is called in question in this reference by the union . 
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APPENDIX 
Witnesses examined on the side of the Management : 

MW1 Anand Raj. 
Documents marked on the side of the Management : 

Ext. M1- Enquiry File . 

Ext. M2- Cash Register. 
Witnesses examined and documents marked on the side of 
the Union : 

NIL . 


& facit , 11 HTT , 1993 
PT . HT . 668 - - 3549Th 3fefih 1983 
( 1983 T31 ) ait arst 3 Fit 398737 ( 1 ) ART 
प्रवत्त शक्तियों का प्रयोग करते हुए केन्द्रीय सरकार श्री एस . 
5 . TET, ATT fuairt fania 14- 12- 92 
सें अगला आदेश जारी होने तक उत्प्रवास संरक्षी -II 
बम्बई के रूप में नियुक्त करती है । । 

(sout Q - 22012 ( 1) 92 361 ) 

आर . के . गुप्ता, अवर सचिव 
New Delhi, the 11th March, 1993 
S .O . 668 . - In exercise of the powers conferred by Sec 
tion 3 sub -section ( 1) of the Emigration Act, 1983 (31 of 
1983) the Central Government hereby appoints Shri S . S . 
Panesar , Section Officer as Protxtor of Emigrants- II, 
Bombay with effect from 14 - 12 -92 till further orders, 

No . A -22012 / 1 /91-Emig .] 

R . K . GUPTA , Under Secy . 
Tell foromt, 17 419 , 1993 
FIT . AT . 669 - 3tafurahi faata ufufruh , 
1947 ( 1947 FT 14 ) T 17 # Pacut of 

ty 4917 H . $ H . ath nosť ( reCTO DE 
जिला कटक ( ओडिसा ) के प्रबन्धतंत्र से संबद्ध नियोजकों 

और उनके कर्मकारों के बीज अनुबंध में निर्दिष्ट औद्योगिक 
विवाद में औद्योगिक प्रधिकरण भुवनेश्वर ( ओडिसा ) 
के पंचाट को प्रकाशित करती है जो केन्द्रीय सरकार को 
29 ATÉ , 1993 1 Arc & 
ET T - 38012) 1 / 90 TT TTT ( tarqu ) 

far . af. gooft, FH Tet 
Now Delhi, the 17th March , 1993 
S . O . 669. - In pursuance of Section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 ( 14 of 1947), the Central Goveroment 
hereby publishes the award of tho Industrial Tribunal Orissa 
( Bhubaneswar) as shown in the Annexure in the industrial 
dispute between the cmployers in relation to the manage 
ment of M / s. E . C . Bosc and Co. (Paradip Port) Distt . Cuttack 

(Orissa ) and their workmen , which was received hy iho 
Central Government on 29- 3 - 1993 . 

[No. L -38012 / 1 / 90 -IR (Misc.)] 

K . V . B . UNNY, Desk Officer 

ANNEXURE 
INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL , ORISSA , BHUBANESWAR 
PRESENT : 

Sri R . K . Dash , L. L . B ., Pdesiding Officer, Industrial 
Tribunal, Orissa Bhubaneswar . 

Industrial Dispute Case No. 8 of 1990 ( Central ) 
Datad, Bhubaneswar , the 12th February, 1993 

BETWEEN 
The management of M / s. E C . Bose and Co. ( Paradip ) 

Pvt. Ltd ., At / P . O . Paradip Port , Dist. Cuttack . 


- - - - 
. . Firs : Party -management , 

AND 
Their workman Sri S . M . Amin , At Ramakrishnapur, 

P . O . Natkai, P . S . Salepur , Via Nischiniakuili. 

Dist. Cutjack . Second Party -workman , 
APPEARANCES : 

For the first party -management- None. 
The workman himself - Sri S. M . Amin . 

AWARD 
The Government of India in the Ministry of Labour in 
exercise of powers conferred upon it by clauzo (d ) of sub 
section ( 1 ) and sub -sctcion (2A ) of Section 10 of 1hc In 
dustrial Disputes Act, 1947 ( 14 of 1947), have refeired the 
following dispute for adjudication vide their Order No. 
L - 38012 / 1 / 90 -IR (Misc .) of 1990 : 
“ Whether the action of the management of M / s. E . C . 

Bose & Co . (Paradip ) (P ) Lid ., Al / P . O . Paradıp . 
Dist. Cuttack , Steyedores / Contractors in refusing 
employment to Shri S . M . Ainin , ex - superviyor 
w .e .f , 1- 2 - 83 is justified ? If not, to what clief 

is the workman entitled ? " 
2. Shorn of all details , the case of the workman is that 
during course of cmployment under the first party manage 
meat he met with an accident is a result he became par 
tially disabled . He approached the Comniissioner under the 
Workmen s Compcnsation Act and the Hon ble High Court 
of Orissa at different times and certain orders were passed , 
in his favour by the Commissioner as well as the Hon bl 
Court. He was ordered by the Commissioner to be taken 
back in service but it was not carried out. Again he filed 
& complaint in the Hon ble High Court which was revister 
a as Misc . Case No. 2 of 1984 where a direction was given 
that ho should approach the employer within one week 
from the date of judgement for reinstatement and if he was 
not reinstated he might seek relief according to law . There 
after he knocked at the door of the Commussioner inder 
the Workmen s Compensation Act in 1985 alleging that 
despite of his repeated approach he had been deniew of emp 
loyment. Evidence both oral and documentary were led 
in the proceeding and the Comissioner without deciding 
whether his allegation of refusal of cmployment is true or 
not ordered for payment of compensation of Rs. 5 , 000 . Being 
aggrieved by the said order he preferred an appcal to the 
Hon ble Court , while dismissing the appeal the Hon ble Court 
observed that if the workman not allowed to render ser 
vice and is not paid wages it shall be open to him to 
approach the appropriate authority for redress. In view 
of such circction he raised a dispute which was admitted to 
conciliation and the same having failed was referred to his 
Tribunal for adjudication . 

3 . The first padty -management challenging the maintain . 
ability of the reference has urged that tho workman though 
joined service on 11 - 7 - 88 but thereafter without any reason 
able excuse remained absent which wounts to abandon 
ment of service and in this view of the matter he is not 
entitled to any relief in the present case . 

4 . During hearing the management remained absent for 
which exparte evidence wa recorded . The workman in 
his evidence has deposed that after being denied of job and 
compensation duo to the accident which he mct in course of 
his employment, he approached from post to pillar and 
having failed in his attempt has taken the last resort by 
raising the present dispute . In his unchallenged testimony 
he has emphatically stated that he approached the manage 
ment to permit him to join his duty but thc hanc was 
turned - down. There having no reason to disbelieve his 
unchallenged evidenice I hold that denial of employment by 
the management is illegal and unjustified , 

5. In the result, the action of the management rinder re 
ference being not justified , the workman should be rein 
stated in sorvice with full back wages with cffect from 
1 - 2 -83 and the back wages be paid within three months 
from the date of publication of this Award . 
Dictated and corrected by me. 

. R . K . DASH , Presiding Officer 
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